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THOSE, WHO, IN MICHIGAN, NEW MEXICO, VER- 
MONT AND VIRGINIA, are pushing the struggle for the 
abolishment of the moribund common law practice and 
the adoption of the vigorous code method, will find no 
little enlightenment as to what to avoid, as well as what 
to uphold, in code making, in the paper of J. Newton 
Fiero, elsewhere printed in this issue. Mr. Fiero is un- 
questionably the ablest living codifier, and his utterances 
upon that vital subject are always pregnant with wise 
suggestion. 





ON A JOINT AND SEVERAL NOTE, BOND, OR OBLI- 
GATION executed by more than two persons, one may be 
sued or all, but not an intermediate number. But if one 
of three or more obligors dies, then a joint suit may be 
prosecuted against all of the surviving obligors or promis- 
ors, and the personal representative of the deceased ob- 
ligor or promisor should not be joined, since the same 
judgment could not be rendered against the surviving 
obligors or promisors and the executor or administrator 
of the deceased obligor or promisor. 

In applying this rule the supreme court of Illinois, 
in the case of Stevens et al. v. Catlin (37 N. E. Rep. 1023), 
rightly held that where there are three or more joint 
makers of a promissory note and one of them dies while 
the note is yet unpaid and before suit is | rought, a joint 


liability ‘survives against the remaining makers of the 
note. 





CONSTRUCIIVE TRUSTS OF PERSONAL 
PROPERTY. 


The case of The American Sugar Refining Company v, 
Fancher, appeal in which to the Court of Appeals of New 
York will soon be perfected, is one of unusual interest, 
not only because of the important question of construc- 
tive trusts of personal property involved therein, but be- 
cause of the range of judicial discussion and opinion that 
it has received, first at the hands of the referee, whose 
decision we printed in our issue for February last, and 
now of the general term of the first department of the 
supreme court, the opinion of which, by a divided trib- 
unal, reversing the conclusions of the referee, appears in 
another column. 

The facts of the case are substantially as follows: 
Prior to making an assignment for the benefit of credit 
ors to the defendant, Fancher, the assignors had, by false 
and fraudulent representations, induced the plaintiff to 
sell them certain merchandise on credit. After said sale 
and purchase, and before executing the assignment, the 
assignors sold and delivered, on credit, in the usual course 
of business, to regular customers, 4 large part of such 
merchandise. After the assignment the plaintiff, by writ- 
ten notice duly served, rescinded the sale on the ground 
of the fraud mentioned, and replevined such of the mer- 
chandise as was unsold and at that time in the possession 
of the assignee. The present action sought to impress 
upon the proceeds of the merchandise sold as above stated, 
by the assignors, a trust for the benefit of the plaintiff, 
on the ground that its property was secured from it 
through the fraud of the assignors. The practical result 
of this holding would be to make the plaintiff, to a cer- 
tain degree, at least, a preferred creditor. It was undis- 
puted that the moneys sought to be reached were the 
prices agreed to be paid by the several purchasers of the 
assignors for the specific merchandise’ obtained from the 
plaintiff. 

Upon these facts, the referee, in an opinion of un- 
usual legal force and clearness, upheld the contention of 
the plaintiff, and decided that, under the circumstances 
stated, its lien, as the original vendor, extended to the 
proceeds of the goods. From this decision the defendar‘ 
appealed to the general term, which has just hanc- 

down its opinion reversing, as stated, the opinion of the 
referee. The grounds upon which the general term bases 
its decision, are forcibly technical, as will be seen from a 
study of its discussion of the case, and in more instances 
than one seem to run counter to the strong tendency of 
court of appeals to allow a defrauded party, wherever 
practicable, to follow the proceeds of his property, on the 
theory of a trust, the very theory urged in behalf of the 
plaintiff in the present case. The case of Bank v. Peters, 123 
N. Y. 131, not to make mention of several other decisions 
with kindred dicta is, to our mind, a strong prophesy that 
the court of appeals will affirm the wholesome principle 
contended for by the plaintiff. The current of authority 
in several jurisdictions and in none more forcibly than 
that of the highest court of New York has, within recent 
years, tended to the enlargement of the right of a de- 





frauded vendor to follow property, or its proceeds, just so 
far as the identity of the same is clearly proven. This 
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tendency is not only in line with good public policy, and in 
furtherance of actual justice, but is within the rigid lines 
of legal logic. Without departing from these lines, and 
without swerving from its plainly expressed views in anal- 
ogous cases, it will be difficult for the court of appeals to 
sustain the decision of the general term in this case. 








SCIENTER AND ITS PROOF. 


A false representation of a material fact, made with 
knowledge of its falsity, to a person ignorant thereof, with 
intention that it shall bé acted upon, followed by reliance 
upon and by action thereon amounting to a substantial 
change of position, is a fraud of which the law will take 
cognizance. A false representation made with knowledge 
of its falsity, made scienter, in technical phrase, affords, 
if other elements of liability are present, a right of action 
in damages. A false representation may be made scien- 
ter, in contemplation of law, in any of the following 
ways: (1) With actual knowledge of its falsity ; (2) With 
no knowledge either of its truth or falsity; or (3) under cir- 
cumstances in which the person making it ought to have 
known, if he did not know, of its falsity. No action for 
damages can be maintained without proof of the scienter 
in one of these three phases. 

If the first phase of the scienter is relied upon for a 
recovery, the plaintiff must show that the representation 
was made with actual knowledge of its falsity, unless it 
be a case where the defendant, in making the representa- 
tion that was false, couches it in such positive and un- 
qualified terms as to amount to an affirmation of his 
knowledge of its truth. The second phase of the scienter 
includes all those cases where the misleading and false 
state” ent has been made in such absolute, unqualified and 
positive terms as implies knowledge on the part of the per- 
son making itand, if the party making such positive state- 
ment has no knowledge whether it is true or false, he has 
knowingly told what is untrue in putting his statement 
in such form as to amount to an assertion that he has 
knowledge of its truth, when in fact he has not. When 
one party seeks information of another upon a material 
matter upon which he is about to act, and the party from 
whom the information is sought is ignorant and has no 
information on the subject, the demands of truth would 
require him to disclose and affirm such ignorance; but, 
in such a case, if he conceals or withholds his ignorance, 
and positively asserts thus or so to be true, when in fact 
he knows not whether it be true or false, he is as culpable 
a deceiver, if his statement prove to be false, as the party 
who wilfully asserts that to be true that he absolutely 
knows to be false. The third phase of the scienter em- 
braces those cases where, from the party’s special situa- 
tion or means of knowledge, it becomes his duty to know 
as to the truth or falsity of the representation made; and, 
in cases of this kind, the plaintiff can generally satisfy 
the rule in regard to proof of the scienter by showing 
that the situation ot the defendant was such as to possess 
him with special means of knowledge as to the truth or 
falsity of his assertions. If the proof establishes either 


one of these three phases, the scienter is sufficiently made 
out. 

The case of Wheeler v. Baars (15 So. Rep. 584), lately 
decided by the supreme court of Florida, lays down the 
foregoing rules, and determines their application in spe- 
cific cases, in a very complete manner. 








THE COURT OF APPEALS HAS ANSWERED. 


In a recent issue, under the caption, “The Court of 
Appeals Must Answer,” we presented the fact that the 
court of appeals of New York, in appointing the members 
of the board of examiners provided for by the new law of 
the State requiring uniform examinations for admission 
to the bar, had an opportunity to render the profession 
generally a lasting service. Because of the great interest 
in the law taken by the leaders of the bar in other States 
and in England, we urged that the administration of this 
measure would, in a largedegree,mould thecharacter of the 
profession for generationstocome. Showing that lawyers 
within and without the State were expecting that there 
would be upon the board at least one member of whose 
unselfish and ardent fealty to the law the New York State 
Bar Association, at whose imperative behest the law was 
enacted, should have unquestioning knowledge, we in- 
sisted that, as to whether this expectation should be ful- 
filled, the court of appeals must answer. 

The court of appeals has answered, and its response 
though not an acquiescence of the request of the Associa- 
tion, that Edward G. Whitaker be appointed to the board, 
is eminently satisfactory to those who have the interests 
of the law at heart, and to none more so, we venture to 
say, than to Mr. Whitaker himself. It washe who framed 
that law, and he, together with J. Newton Fiero and 
Tracy C. Becker, who bore the burden of the stubborn 
struggle for its life through the legislature ; but it is un- 
questionable that there are many members of the Asso- 
ciation whose interest in the effort for the higher profes- 
sional standard which that legislation seeks to compel, is 
as keen as is that of those who performed the actual 
labor in its behalf. Among that number are William 
P. Goodelle of Syracuse, and F. M. Danaher of Albany, 
who, with Austen G. Fox of New York, constitute the 
board recently appointed by the court. The Association 
therefore has upon the administrating board two members 
instead of one, only, as it modestly requested. The ques- 
tion of individuals is of secondary importance, where 
there is really equal personal and professional merit. We 
believe that the new regime, which goes into effect in Jan- 
uary next will, under the direction of the able men ap- 
pointed to conduct it, realize every beneficent result it 
promises. The court of appeals has answered well. 








RECIPROCAL DUTIES OF CARRIER AND PAS- 
SENGER. 


Under the contract of carriage the law implies cer- 
tain obligations resting upon the carrier, and certain re- 
ciprocal duties devolving upon the passenger. The car- 
rier undertakes to transport the passenger safely from 
the initial point of transportation to the place of destina- 
tion, to give reasonably sufficient notice of stations and 
to afford a reasonable opportunity for the passenger to 
disembark from the train. When the carrier has per- 
formed these obligations, its duties and responsibilities 
under the contract of carriage cease, and it does not 
thereafter sustain any contractural relation to the person 
it has carried. The reciprocal duty rests upon the pas- 
senger to get off the train at the place to which he has 
contracted for carriage, when reasonable notice has been 
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given, and reasonably safe means and opportunity af.- 
forded him for the purpose. The obligation does not rest 
upon the carrier to put the passenger off the train; nor 
does the law impose upon the carrier the duty of taking 
notice that the passenger has fallen asleep, and cause 
him to be aroused. 

_ It is ordinarily the duty of the passenger to use his 
senses, and take notice of the usual announcement of 
stations; and if, by reason of being asleep, unknown to 
to the carrier, he fails to hear the notice given of the ar- 
_ Tival of the train at his place of destination, and remains 
on the train and is carried beyond, the fault is his, and 
the carrier is not liable therefor. The carrier no longer 
owes him any contract duty. The relations of the parties 
have changed, and the grounds of liability become differ- 
ent. If by his own fault and negligence the passenger is 
carried beyond his place of destination, and he attempts 
to get off the train while it is in motion without being 
compelled to do so by the carrier, he assumes the risk of 
such act, and cannot recover for consequent injuries. The 
contract of carriage having terminated, and the person 
being upon the train through his own fault, the com- 
pany could become liable only through failure of its 
servants to exercise ordinary care against inflicting in- 
jury upon him. The advice of a porter or brakeman to 
such person that it would not be dangerous to get off a 
moviug train cannot be considered as the discharge of a 
delegated duty, for no such obligation rested upon the 
carrier. Liability is imposed upon the carrier for only 
such acts of the servant or employee as are within the 
scope of his employment, and which, for that reason, are 
treated as the acts of the master. 

The case of Missonri K. & T. Ky, Co. v. Perry (278. W. 
Rep. 496), decided by the court of civil appeals of Texas, 
pronounces the above stated doctrine as the sufficient 
warrant for its reversal of the decision of the lower court. 








THE LIMIT OF LIABILITY. 





It is beyond the power of a legislature to enact a 
statute arbitrarily putting upon railroads the expense, or 
part of the expense, of general improvements in the sys- 
tem of highways of a municipality, not fairly incidental 
to the changes in the crossing at the railroad. A rail- 
road company can properly be charged with expenses in- 
curred in adapting the public ways and the railroad to 
each other in such manner as best to promote the safety 
and convenience of all the people. To do this may, in par- 
ticular cases, involve changes extending a considerable 
distance from the railroad. Whether such a change is 
within the power of the legislature to make at the ex- 
pense of the railroad company is to be determined by the 
requirements of public convenience and necessity, having 
reference to the interests of the railroad company, as well 
as those of all the people who have occasion to cross the 
railroad. Whatever is incidental to a reasonable change 
in the mode of crossing may be included in the work for 
which the corporation may be charged under a statute 
providing for the abolition of grade crossings, and requir- 
ing the cost of changes made to be fixed by the State, 
town, and the railroad company, in fixed proportions. 
This change may include, not only a change in an existing 





crossing, which does not destroy the identity of the cross- 
ing, but also the abolition of the crossing, and the substi- 
tution of another for it on a new way, if the substitution 
provides no more than a fair equivalent for that which is 
given up. 

This is the terse and sufficient statement of the ex- 
tent of the liability devolving upon railroad companies for 
changes in highway grades and crossings touching its 
right of way, em: odied in the decision of the supreme ju- 
dicial court of Massachusetts, in the case, In re Selectmen 
of Norwood et al. (37 N. E. Rep. 199), The doctrines above 
announced are considerably amplified in the opinion. 








THE VOICE OF ONE CRYING IN THE WILDER- 
NESS. 


Charles M. Wilds, in his address as president of the 
Vermont State Bar Association, at its last meeting, 
sounded a ringing note for reform in legal procedure in 
the following strong but true language : 


The machinery of the Jaw is defective. The bar is concerned 
just now in a great deal of litigation respecting other people’s ma- 
chinery, and ought to take some of the medicine pred and ad- 
ministcred so freely to others. It is the privilege and the duty of 
the bar to create the machinery of practice and keep it in repair. 
The raw material of litigation is still being ran through rusty, anti- 
quated machines, resulting in bad work and much delay. The or- 
ganic law of the State provides that the remedy should be “ cer- 
tain,” “free,” ‘‘complete,” ‘“ without any delay,” “ prompt and 
without delay.” Like the juryman’s oath, this clause in the bill of 
tights ought to be expounded at the opening of every term of county 
court, Chief Justice Hale said: ‘It is most certain that time and 
long experience is much more ingenuous, subtle and judicious than 
all the wisest and acutest wits co-existing in the world can be.” But 
what have time and long experience done for Vermont f It took a 
hundred years to discover that non-joinder should not be fatal, mis- 
joinder is, probably, still fatal, and it isa a of recent date 
that ——- can be had before the first term. This common law 


fetich has had its day in court; our idolatries should give way to a 
more enlightened workship. 


Under the spur and inspiration of such leadership it 
would seem that the day when Vermont is to be rid of 
the ricketty and imperfect machinery of the common law 
system of procedure, must be swiftly advanced. Present 
indifference on the part of the great body of the profes- 
sion, nor the stolid conservatism by which the profession 
is traditionally enthralled, should be cause for discourage- 
ment to the men of progressive minds and hearts in that 
State who wish to see legal jurisprudence retain its proud 


eminence as one of the applied sciences. Press the issue, 
brethren of Vermont. 








A SPECIAL AGENT is one who has authority to per- 
form one or more special acts with particular instruc- 
tions, or within restrictions necessarily implied from the 
act to be done. When a special agent exceeds his author- 
ity and his act is not ratified by the principal, such act is 
not binding upon the principal. A party dealing with a 
special agent is required to know the extent of the agent’s 
authority, and the burden is on the person dealing with 
such agent outside the legitimate scope of the agency to 
show affirmatively the permission of, or ratification by 
the principal. 

Familiar to well informed lawyers though these 
rules may be, the frequency with which they appear in 
litigation makes this restatement of them pertinent; and, 
a reference to the case of Davis et al. v. Talbot (36 N. 


p. 1098), lately decided by the supreme court of In- 


diana, where each above stated point is sustained by 
several citations. 
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WHERE A PARTY SEEKS TO RESCIND A CONTRACT on 
the ground of mistake or fraud, and thereby seeks torelieve 
himself of the burden imposed by the contract, he will not 
be permitted to retain the benefits of the contract to the 
detriment of the other party to the transaction. There- 
fore, the ordinary rule is that as a prerequisite to invok- 
ing the action of a court of equity for the purpose of set- 
ting aside a contract, and thereby being relieved of the 
burdens thereof, the plaintiff must, so far as is reasonably 
within his power, place, or offer to place, the other party 
in the position he would have occupied if the contract 
had not been entered into. In short, if he would escape 
the burdens, he must give up the benefits, of the contract. 
The acts to be performed in the observance of this gene- 
ral rule are, of necessity, dependent upon the circum- 
stances of the particular case. A court of equity is not 
insistent as to matters of form, if the substance of a duty 
is performed. Furthermore, a court of equity can give 
due weight to exceptional cases which may demand an 
exceptional rule. 

The purpose of the general rule is to enable the court 
to do justice to both parties, so that, if the contract is 
set aside at the request of one party, the court may be 
able to restore the other party to the position he occupied 
before the contract was entered into, or otherwise the 
court may be made the instrument whereby great wrong 
may be wrought, in that the one party is freed from the 
performance of the contract on his part without being 
compelled to restore or account for the money or other 
thing of value which he received by means of the con- 
tract which he now repudiates. 

This concise statement of the rules governing the re- 
cission of contracts, and the enlightened purpose under- 
lying them, is abridged from the thorough review thereof 
in the opinion of the United States Court, N. D. of Iowa, 
in the case of Vandervelden v. Chicago & N. W. Ry. Co. 
(61 Fed. Rep. 54), an opinion that will repay examination 
because of its careful application of the rules stated, to 
the facts in the case at bar. 





THE AUTHORITY OF ONE PARTNER TO BIND THE 
FIRM is governed by the law of agency. Within the 
range of the firm business one partner may act for all, as to 
persons having no notice of any limitations on the implied 
authority. Beyond the scope of the partnership, one part- 
ner may bind the others where the latter would be bound 
under the general law of principal and agent. 

Applying this sound law, the supreme court of Mis- 
souri, in the case of Midland Nat. Bank v. Schoen (27 8. 
W. Rep. 547), held that where one partner invested the 
other with a general authority to use the firm name upon 
notes for his individual purposes, a third person, who ad- 
vanced money for such notes on the faith of that author. 
ity, could hold the first partner liable thereon. Not only 
this, but on the facts stated, it is not essential to a re- 
covery on such notes to show that the signing partner 
was authorized to use the firm name on the particular 
notes sued upon. If they were given pursuant to a gene- 
ral authority, unrevoked, the liability would be the same. 
It may well be added that the course of business between 
members of a firm may tend to show the authority of one 


ROUGH NOTES. 


One of the most interesting questions of the present time, as 
well as an exceedingly important one, both from the legal and social 
or political standpoint, is the constitutional right of the legislature 
to restrict the freedom of contract between employers and employed. 
In Leep v. St. Louis, I. M. & 8. R. Co. (Ark.) 23 L. R. A. 264, the 
validity of a statute of this kind is denied, so far as it applies to in- 
dividuals, but upheld as to corporations, which are the creatures of 
the legislature. But even as to corporations, it is held that a stat- 
ute compelling immediate payment of wages, although they would 
not otherwise be due, upon discharge of an employee, although so 
far valid, is not valid in so far as it attempts to deny the set-off or 
deduction of damages to the corporation on account of the employe’s 
failure to perform his contract. 


One of the decisions recently given by the court of appeals of 
New York arose from a peculiar state of facts. An election was held 
in the town of Spencer, in that State, on February 10, 1891. Some 
of the officials believed that the terms of all the excisé commission- 
ers bad expired and all the printed ballots bore the names of three 
candidates for excise commissioner. All of the voters except one 
cast ballots bearing the three names for this office. As a matter of 
fact, the term of only one excise commissioner had expired, and the 
ballots should have borne only.one name for that office. One of the 
voters scratched off the names of two candidates on his ballot, and 
voted for John Q. Shepard, one of the former commissioners. Mr. 
Shepard afterward served as a commissioner and signed a license to 
sell liquor. Suit was afterward brought inst the holder of the 
license for selling without a valid license, but the courts sustained 
his right to sell liquor, declaring that Mr. Shephard had been legally 
elected a commissioner. All the votes cast for excise commissioner 
at the election were invalid, except the one from which two names 
had been scratched, and this one vote elected Mr. Shepard. The 
court of appeals has just affirmed this judgment. Elections have 
sometimes occurred where candidates have been chosen by a major- 
ity of one vote, but cases are rare where only one legal vote has been 
cast, and that vote has resulted in the election of a candidate. 











The tendency to exaggeration by witnesses in damage cases is 
illustrated in the report just published of a decision of the supreme 
court of Pennsylvania. The action was begun by Margaret Her- 
bert against William J. Rainey, who owned a farm adjoining the 
small house and lot belonging to the plaintiff. The house and lot 
were said to be worth about $1,000. The defendant manufactured 
coke on a part of bis farm and built several ovens in front of the 
plaintiff’s house. An action was brought for damages suffered by 
the plaintiff in the use of her house from the heat, dust and smoke 
arising from the ovens. The amount of damage was placed at $20,- 
000, and one witness was found who fixed the amount of damage at 
fifteen times the entire value of the property, according to the esti- 
mate made by the supreme court. Another witness, although he 
had only casually passed the house once at some distance while the 
furnace was in operation, was allowed to testify and fixed the dam- 
age at $2,500. The supreme court ge ore reversed the judgment, 
which was rendered in favor of the plaintiff. The supreme court 
held that the measure of damages would have been at most the 
entire rental value of the house for the time that the smoke and 
dust continued, with -_ specific item of injury done to the furni- 
ture or to the house. The supreme court.also held that it was grave 
error on the part of the court to submit to the jury without a word 
of caution the testimony of the witnesses who made such extrava- 

ant statements as to the amount of injury caused by the smoke 
rom the furnaces. — 





A decision by the full supreme court of Maine upon questions ~ 
arising under what is known as the collateral inheritance law, 
which was enacted by the last legislature and which has been vex- 
ing the courts of probate throughout the State since its enactment, 
was handed down recently. The case in which the decision is ren- 
dered is from Penobscot county, and is that of State of Maine, ap- 
pellant from decree of the Judge of Probate, v. George H. Hamlin, 
executor. At the hearing before the probate court in that county 
the Judge of Probate, assuming the law of 1893 to be constitutional, 
decided that the $500 exemption was from each collateral inheritor, 
and not one exemption from the body of the estate. From this de- 
cree the State appealed. On the appeal the appellee claimed that 
the act was unconstitutional, and the State claimed that the $500 
exemption in section 1 of the act, should be one exemption from the 
bee of the estate. The decision of the law court is briefly stated 
in the rescript, as follows: 

“1. Section 1 of chapter 146 of the laws of 1893, imposing a tax on collateral 
inheritances, is not a tax upon real personal estate, within the meaning of 
Article LX, sec. 8 of the constitution of Maine, but is an excise, clearly within the 
constitutional powers of the Legislature to impose. 

2. The actis not in conflict with the fourteenth amendment of the constita- 
tion of the United States. 

3. The five hundred dollar exemption, provided in section 1 of the act, is not 
one exemption from the corpus of the estate, but is an exemption of that sum from 


each and every legacy or share given or descending to persons within the 
subject to the excise.” 


The opinion is by Judge Strout, and is a very able and elabor- 
ate exposition of the law. The decision in this case is one of great 
interest and importance in the State of Maine, settling, as it does, 





partner to act for and charge the partnership. 





like questions which have been presented to the law court from 
nearly every county in the State. 
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CONSTRUCTIVE TRUSTS OF PERSONAL PROP- 
ERTY — RECISSION OF SALE ON GROUND 
OF FRAUD—SALES BY VENDEE ON CREDIT 
BEFORE SUCH RECISSION — ATTEMPT TO 
IMPRESS TRUST ON PROCEEDS 


Supreme Court of New York—General Term. First Department. 
THE AMERICAN SUGAR REFINING COMPANY, respondent, v. CHARLES 
H. FANCHER, assignee, appellant. 





Appeal from a judgment entered on the report of a referee. 


Frederick Seymour, of Dili, Chandler & Seymour, for appellant ; 
Frederic R. Kellogg, of Carter, Hughes & Kellogg, for respondent. 


PaRKER, J. About a month before C. Burkhalter & Co. made 
a general assignment to this defendant for the benefit of creditors, 
the plaintiff sold and delivered to them on credit a quantity of sugar 
at the agreed price of $19,124.41. The sale was induced by false and 
fraudulent representations made by C. Burkhalter & Co. as to their 
solvency. 

Twenty-six days after the execution of the general assignment, 
plaintiff served — the assignee a notice in writing rescinding the 
sale on account of the fraud, and demanding a return of so much of 
the sugar as was then in the possession of the assignee, and that he 
account for and deliver to the plaintiff the proceeds of such goods as 
had been disposed of. 

All of the sugar except $2,400 worth was, before the assignment, 
sold and delivered to the customers of the firm upon various terms 
of credit, which had not then expired, and that which remained un- 
sold plaintiff obtained ion of, after serving the notice of res- 
cission, through an action brought for the purpose. Thereafter this 
suit was commenced, which has resulted in a judgment against the 
defendant for $11,809.88, which is adjudged to be a “first lien and 
charge upon any and all moneys and assets of every nature now or 
hereafter in the hands of the said defendant, formerly of the said 
firm of C. Burkhalter & Co.,” and the defendant is also directed to 
execute and deliver to the plaintiff instruments of assignment neces- 
sary to transfer all accounts and bills and claims receivable, repre- 
senting any portions of the merchandise sold by plaintiff to C. Burk- 
halter & Co. 

The learned referee, in presenting the reasons which led him to 
make a report in favor of the plaintiff, laid down certain proposi- 
tions as a foundation for his argument which do not admit of dis- 

ute, viz., a sale of goods induced by fraud is voidable at the ven- 
ers option. On eS fraud he may rescind the contract 
and reelaim the goods from fraudulent vendee. As an assignee for 
the benefit of creditors is not a bona fide purchaser, but takes only 
the defeasible title of his assignor, the vendor may also compel a re- 
turn of the goods from him. 

It may be observed that the legal principles thus accurately 
stated were successfully invoked in the possessory action by means 
of which the plaintiff compelled a return of all the merchandise 
which Burkhalter & Co. had not sold prior to the assignment. But 
the sales actually made by Burkhalter & Co. were to bona fide pur- 
chasers, and the attempted rescission of the contract did not, there- 
fore, affect the title of such goods. This embarrassing fact was met 

- with the assertion that the plaintiff nevertheless had the right to 
repudiate the contract to treat the proceeds as a substitute for the 
merchandise sold and to pursue them, whatever their form, into the 
— of the fraudulent vendee, and fasten its equitable claim upon 

em. 

Our attention has not been called to any case which in terms 
either affirms or denies this position, and we are to inquire whether 
it is wéll grounded in principle. The respondent contends that not- 
withstanding the passing of the title to a purchaser for value and 
without notice, the fraudulent vendee is chargeable in equity with 
the proceeds as a constructive trustee for the benefit of the defraud. 
ed vendor. That the trust arises ex maleficio out of the active fraud 
of Burkhalter & Co., and attaches to the property or its proceeds 
while in the hands of the vendee or his transferee with notice. 

Whether the effect of the fraud was to create an enforceable 
trust we must inquire, for otherwise the fraud would not operate to 
secure the plaintiff any preference over the other creditors of Burk- 
halter & Co. “The equitable doctrine that as between creditors 
equality is equity, its, so far as we know, of no exception 
founded on the greater supposed sacredness of one debt, or that it 
arose out of a violation of duty, or that its loss involves greater ap 
parent hardship” (Cavin v. Gleason, 105 N. Y., 256). In that case, 
the debtor took nearly all of a trust fund and paid his personal debts 
with it, and the court held, that as to the amount thus paid out, the 
trust creditor could have no preference. The doctrine of that case 
is applicable to this one and should perhaps be allowed to dispose of 
it without other discussion. Burkhaiter & Co., upon the delivery 
of the sugar to them in pursuance of their contract with the plain- 











tiff, became vested with the title and possession notwithstandin 
the fraud, subject, however, to the right of the vendor to rescin 
the contract if it should so elect (Powers v. Benedict, 88 N. Y., 605; 
Goodwin v. Wertheimer, 99 N. Y., 152; Wise v. Grant, 140 N. Y, 
593). Before the plaintiff concluded to rescind the contract, and 
reclaim the property, that portion of it which is now the subject of 
controversy was, ip the usual course of business, sold and delivered 
to various customers of the firm, who were purchasers for value and 
without notice. It was then too late for the plaintiff to reclaim the 
property. The title and possession had become vested in persons 
protected as a rule of necessity from the original vendor. ‘A con- 
trary principle would endanger the security of commercial transac. 
tions and destroy that confidence upon which what is called 
the usual course of trade materially rests” (Root v. French, 13 
Wend. 572). 

Then came the hour of the general assignment, which found the 
plaint ff apparently content with the then existing relation of debtor 
and creditor. By the instrument then executed, all of the debtor's 
ae geet passed to the assignee for administiation and distribution, 

he proceeds of the sugar necessarily passed with the other assets 
of Burkha!ter & Co. It was their sugar when svld. True, it might 
have been otherwise had the plaintiff elected to rescind the contract 
and reclaim the property, but, as it did not do this, the vendees, in 
selling it, sold their own property, and the proceeds of it belonged 
to them when the assignment was made. ‘Then the plaintiff’s rela- 
tion to Burkhalter & Co., as to the sugar sold, was that of a con- 
tract creditor. The only difference between it and the other credi- 
tors being that fraud entered into the making of the contract be- 
tween it and the common debtors. But this fraud did not entitle it 
to preference over the other creditors in the distribution of assets 
(Cavin v. Gleason; supra). The case would, we think, be well dis- 
posed of if discussion should be stopped at this point. But the 
elaborate and careful argument intended to make it clear that a 
trust in invitum was brought into existence by the fraud of the Burk- 
halters, render- it entirely proper that the questi.n be given some 
part at least of the consideration in the opinion which it received in 
the consultation of the court. 

It is not out of place to say here that the courts have less gen- 
erously charged debtors as trustees ex oe in cases cf personal 
—— than they have in real estate. exander, C. B., in Mem- 

ram v. Mackey, 13 Price, 749), said: ‘The cases of compe: sation in 
equity I consider to bave grown out of the jurisdiction of the courts 
of equity as exercised in respect to contracts for the purchase of real 
property where it is often ancillary as incidentally necessary to ef- 
fectuate decrees of specific performance.” While the equitable 
remedy of following the proce: ds of property doubtless arose in the 
manner suggested, it has been so extended as to include, in certain 
cases, the proceeds of personal property. To these cases a general 
reference will be made later, but for the present it may be said that 
they emphasize the fact to be that the courts have not extended the 
doctrine so generally over personalty as over real estate. One rea- 
son for it is suggested in one of the opinions in New Zealand Co. v. 
Watecn (7 Q. B. Div., 374). ‘I do not desire to find fault with the 
various intricacies and doctrines connected with trusts, but I should 
be very sorry to see them introduced into commercial transactions.” 


The leading authors who have attempted anything like a full 
discussion of the subject of trusts have, in their consideration of 
trusts raised by construction of equity, without reference to any in- 
tention of the parties, either expressed or presumed, and known as 
constructive trusts, have made use of language, in a general discus- 
sion of the subject, broad enough perbaps to include the situation 
presented by this record. Mr. Perry, in his work on trusts (section 
166), says: ‘“There is another class of trusts which arise from fiauds 
committed by one party upon another. Thus, if one party procures 
the legal title to property trom another by fraud, or misrepresenta- 
tions or concealment, * * * equity will convert such party thus 
obtaining the property into a trustee.” And in Pomeroy’s Eq., Jurs., 
section 1053, it is said: ‘In general, whenever the legal title to 
property, real or per-onal, has been obtained through actual fraud, 
misrepresentations, concealments, * * * which render it uncon- 
scientious for the holder of the legal title to retain and enjoy the 
beneficial interest, equi'y impresses a constructive trust on the 
property thus acquired * * *.” The same position is asserted 
and in substantially the same language in Bispham Eq., sec. 91; 
Bigelow on Fraud, 437; Story Eq., Jur., sec. 1263, 

But when these authors undertake to support the general rule 
thus laid down by presenting the different classes of cases in which 
courts of equity have made use of the principle of a division between 
the legal estate in one and the equitable estate in a: other, to con- 
struct a trust where none was intended by either party, they are ob- 
liged to, and do, cite cases growing out of transactions in real estate 
almost exclusively. A practical reason for the distinction, in addi- 
tion to that suggested by the quotation taken from the New Zealand 
case (supra), may be found in the fact that when contracts relating 
to, or conveyances of, real estate have been procured through fraud, 
reso t must be had to the courts to set aside the contr-cts or to can- 
cel the deeds and reinvest the defrauded vendors with the title 
whereas a sale and delivery of personal property, vesting title and 
possession in a fraudule:.t vendee, may be rescinded by the vendor, 
whereupon the title is restored to him and the right accrues to re- 
cover — of the goods. 

While the cases cited by the text writers, as we have said, in the 
main involve questions relating to real estate, there are two classes 
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of cases where the equitable doctrine of constructive trusts has been 


applied to personalty and the proceeds followed, neither one of 
which, however, include a case like the one under consideration. 

First. Where a person having possession of the property of 
another, towards whom he sustains a fiduciary relation, wrongfally 
disposes of it. 

Second. Where there is an absence of title in the wrongdoer 
ab initio. 

The first class extends to trustees, executors and administrators, 
directors of corporations, guardians, committee of lunatics, agents 
using money of their principals, partners using partnership funds, 
husbands purchasing property with money belonging to their wives, 

nts buying property of their children, guardians of their wards, 
trustees of the cestui que trusts. attorneys of their clients, and all per- 
sons who stand in fiduciary relations towards others. The following 
cases cited on this appeal are within this class: Holmes v. Gilman 
(138 N. Y., 369), Kwatchbull v. Hallett (L. R., 13 Ch. Div., 896). 


Respondent strongly urges that the case of the Importers & 
Traders’ Bank v. Peters (123 N. Y., 272) supports this jadgment. 
Everett Brothers, Gibson & Company deguitel with the Exchange 
Bank at Norfolk a sight draft on M. & Co, of New York city, in- 
dorsed by the drawer in the form in which by agreement and custom 
of the parties drafts for collection only were to be indorsed. The 
bank forwarded the draft to the Importers & Traders’ Bank, who 
collected it and placed the proceeds to the credit of the Exchange 
Bank. immediately thereafter the last named bank suspended pay- 
ment, the fact being that it had been hopelessly insolvent for six 
months to the knowledge of all the managing d.rectors. Both the 
receiver of the insolvent bank and Ever+tt Brothers, Gibson & Com- 
pany, claimed the proceeds of the draft from the Importers & Trad- 
ers’ Bank. The latter upon the grounds: Fi st, That the Exchange 
Bank was their agent only for the purpose of collecting the draft. 
Second, That the agent had been guilty of fraud in not disclosing 
its insolvent condition. The trial court found in substance the 
facts to be as claimed. The judgment was affirmed at general term, 
and the court of appea's in its opinion says that there was some 
evidence to support the first proposition of fact and abundant evi- 
dence to support the second. Under the rule which obtains in that 
court, therefore, both propesitions of fact were necessarily treated 
as established. An express fiduciary relation between the bank and 
the drawer of the draft therefore existed. The drawer and the bank 
were principal and agent, not vendor and vendee. The Exchange 
Rank never had title to the draft. Everett Brothers & Gibson con- 
tinued to be the owners of it down to the moment of its payment, 
when the proceeds were substituted in ite place and the title thereto 
became ves‘ed in the original owner of the draft. This case, there- 
fore, comes under the classes already referred to. 


Newton v. Porter (69 N. Y., 133) is within the second class. 
The plaintiff's bonds were stolen and afterwards sold by the thief, 
and it was held that the plaintiff coul follow the proceeds received 
by the thief into the hands of a transferee with notice. The title to 
the bonds was of course never in the thief, and he never acquired 
from the owner any right to use them as hisown. The plaintiff 
waived, not the theft, but the wrongfal disposition of the bonds, 
adopting the thief’s act in disposing of them as his own act, and was 
therefore permitted to follow the proceeds. 


Had the plaintiff rescinded the contract before the merchandice 
in question w»s disposed of, thus restoring to itself the title to it, 
and therefore Burkbalter & Co. had disposed of it before the plain- 
tiff could regain possession, a differ: nt question would be presented. 
Instead it waited until the persons having title and possession, and 
the absolute right of disposition of the merchandise as its own prop- 
erty, a right conferred upon them by the plaintiff's own act, had 
disposed of it Then, to obtain an advantage over the other credi- 
tors of the insolvent firm, it asked the court to spell out a construc- 
tive trust as to the property sold before rescission—a request neither 
supported by authority nor, as we think, by the rules governing the 
raising of trusts by construction of ore. If the plaintiff’s posi- 
tion could be sustained, then it would be difficult to conceive of a 
case in which a vendor might not come into equity and follow the 
proceeds of merchandise because the original contract was tainted 
with fraud. 

The court of appeals said, in Bosley v. N. M. Co. (123 N. Y., 
550 555): ‘It is not in every case of fraud that relief is to be admin- 
istered in a court of equity; and it is a well settled rule that 
wherever a matter respects only a sale of personal chattels, and lies 
merely in dame ges, the remedy is at law only. If this had been a 
sale of a horse to the plaintiff procured by fraud, it would not have 
been proper for her to resort to an equitable action for relief, be- 
cause an action at law would furnish her an ample remedy and give 
her all the relief to which she could, under any circumstances, be 
entitled.” 

The judgment should be reversed and a new trial granted before 
another referee, with costs to the appellant to abide the event. 

VAN Brunt, P. J., concurred. 

Fotuetrt, J., dissenting—I am unable to concur in the proposi- 
tion that in case A is induced to sell goods to B by the fraud of the 
latter, who purchases with a preconceived design not to pay for 
them, and he sells the goods to others on credit—negotiable paper 
not being given for the price—and the sale is rescinded before the 
subsequent purchasers pay for the goods, that the price agreed to be 





It seems to me that the prevailing opinion rests on two erroneous 
assumptions: (1).That the vendees of C. Burkhalter & Co. were 
purchasers in good faith and forvalue. (2) That the referee ordered 
a general judgment against the assets in the hands of the assignee 
for the benefit of creditors. ; 
The purchasers from C. Burkhalter & Co. were not purchasers 
for value. The referee found (folio 64): ‘‘And I farther find that 
the said sales by Burkhalter & Co. were made to other customers 
upon terms of credit, some of which had not ired at the time of 
the making of the said general assignment.” This fact was stipu- 
lated on the trial (folio 197), and it was stipulated that the avails of 
many of these credits came to the hands of the assignee (folio 179). 
One who purchases on credit, and neither parts with anything nor 
gives negotiable paper for the price, does not become a parchaser for 
value until ed Py the a price (Bump. Fr. Conv., 2d ed., 483, 
and cases cited; Pom. Eq. Juris., 750, et seq , and cases cited). 
The referee did not order a general judgment against the assets 
in the hands of the assignee for the benefit of creditors. He held 
that the assignee was liable to account to the plaintiff for “‘the pro 
ceeds of any such goods and merchandise, in whatsoever form such 
a can be traced and identified, as may have come or may 
ereafter come into his possession or control” (folio 88). The inter- 
locatory judgment followed the decision and ordered an acrounting 
of the avails of the sugars sold on credit which came into the assig- 
nee’s hands. The plaintiff did nut recover, nor did it seek to recover 
sums not directly traceable to the a-signee’s hands and arising from 
the sales on credit. After the entry of the interlocutory judgment 
the litigants stipulated: 
“II. 1t is farther stipulated that the amount for which the said 
defendant, Charles H. Fancher, assignee, &c., is compelled to ac- 
count to this plaintiff under the said interlocutory decree, equals in 
all the sum of $10,605.62, and that the amount of the final judgment , 
to be entered against the said Charles H. Fancher thereunder equals 
the said sum” (folio 102). 
This stipulation was entered into to avoid the expense of an ac- 
counting and upon the assumption that if the interlocutory judg- 
ment was right, the plaintiff was entitled to recover that sum. 
The defendant having made this stipulation cannot now urge 
the form of the judgment as a ground for reversing it. I think the 
interlocutory judgment was right, and that it and the final judgment 
should be affirmed, with costs. 








CARRIERS—INJURY TO CHILD ON TRAIN—IM- 
PUTED NEGLIGENCE—COMPETENCY 
AS WITNESS. 





Supreme Court of Arkansas. 
Str. Louis, I. M. & 8. Ry. Co. v. RExRoaD. 





1. In an action against a railroad company for personal injuries 
it appeared that plaintiff, a child seven years of age, who was travel- 
ing with her mother, while standing at the water cooler, was thrown 
forward by the stoppage of the train, and her hand caught in the 
d: or as it was being closed by the conductor. Plaintiff had followed 
him down the aisle. Held, that it was error to instruct that defend- 
ant was liable if the conductor might have seen ber at the cooler, 
and, knowing the train was about to stop, closed the door negli- 
gently, and thereby injured plaintiff, as the conductor had the right 
to rely on the mother taking care of plaintiff. 

2. When the employees of a railroad company see that a child 
of tender age is or will be exposed to danger, or ought to know, by 
the exercise of reasonable diligence, that it is or will be so exposed, 
th+y are bound to exercise all reasonable diligence to aveit the 
danger. 

3. The negligence of the person in charge of the child cannot be 
attributed to it. 

4. In an action by a fat’ er, as next friend, for his child, his wife 
is a competent witness, as he is merely the manager of the suit ; and 
the fact that he is liable for costs does not disqual:fy her, under 
Mansef. Dig. § 4955, providing that the husband and wife shall be in- 
competent to testify for or against each other. 

Appeal from circuit court, White county; Grant Green, Jr., 

Judge. 
‘Tetien by Sadie Rexroad, by her next friend, George W. Rex- 
road, against the St. Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern Railway 
Company. There was a judgment for plaintiff, and defendant ap- 
peals. Reversed. 

Dodge § Johnson, for appellant. J. W. House, for appellee. 

BaTTte, J. Sadie Rexroad, a minor about seven years old, 
brought this action by her next friend, George W. Rexroad, against 
the St. Louis, Iron, Mountain & Southern Railway Compavy, to re- 
cover damages c:used by personalinjuries. She alleged in hercom- 
plaint that on the 20th of July, 1891. while a passenger on a train 
of defendant, she went to the water cooler in the car in which she 
was riding, to get a drink of wa er; that while in the act of draw- 
ing the water from the cooler, one of the defendant’s servants negli- 
gently opened the car near wh-re she was standing, ard the speed 
of the car was suddenly checked, and she fell forward, and threw 





paid cannot be reached by the defrauded vendor. 





one of her hands against the doer facing to keep from falling, when 
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the servant negligently closed the door with a sudden pull, and 
caught her hand, crushing and bruising it with the door so that two 
fingers had to be amputated, to her great damage. The defendant, 
answering, admitted that the plaintiff was injured on its train by 
having her fingers crushed by a door of the car, but denied that it 
was caused by the negligence of its servants. 

In the trial of the cause the wife of George W. Rexroad, who 
was the mother of Sadie, was introduced as a witness in behalf or 
the ene ; and the defendant objected to her testifying, because 
her husband was the next friend by whom Sadie sued. ‘he court 
overruled the objection, and permitied the wife to testify, and the 
defendant excepted. She testified that she was on the train when 
Sadie was injared by the closing of the door, in company with her 
two children, Sadie, a little = about seven years old, and a boy 
three years of age. The little boy had been asleep and woke up, and 
wanted water. The little girl proposed to get it for him. All the 
doors of the car being closed, and the conductor passing at the time, 
she thought it safe to permit her daughter to go with him to the 
water covler, which was in the same car, on the right-hand side of 
the door. She did so, and the little girl followed him up the aisle, 
being in touching distance of him as they went up. As they reached 
the last seat she passed him to the water cooler, just as he took hold 
of the door to open it. No station was announced. Witness, al- 
though listening, heard no whistle. The conductor was opening the 
door. The little girl was at the cooler, in the proper place to get 
the water, but had not taken ” 9 the cup. At this time the train 
suddenly stopped. The little girl fell forward, and threw one hand 
against the door facidg to prevent her falling; and about the same 
time the conductor closed the door with a sudden pull, and caught 
two of her fingers between the door and facing, crushing them, and 
making amputation necessary. 

The conductor, in behalf of the defendant, testified that the 
whistle of the train on which the plaintiff was riding at the time 
she was injured was blown before stopping ; that he did not see the 
little girl; that she did not pass him io going to the water cooler ; 
that the train stopped as usual, without any jerking or jolting; 
and that, ordinarily, when a passenger train stops, a person stand- 
ing up in it will go forward. The engineer testified that the train 
was stopped in the usual way, and there was no jolting or jarring. 


Other evidence was adduced by both parties, but it is not ne- 
cessary to set it out in this opinion. 

The following instructions were given at the request of the 
plaintiff, over the objections of the defendant : 


“The jury are instructed that it is the duty of a carrier of pas- 
sengers to exercise the utmost care, skill and vigilance to protect 
passengers from danger, co far as can be reasonably seen and pre- 
vented, in operating their trains. 


‘The jury are instructed that if they believe from the evidence 
that the plaintiff, Sadie Rexroad, while traveling in the cars of the 
defendant company as a passenger, was injured, and that just be- 
fore the injury occurred the said plaintift was standing at or near 
the water cooler in said car, at or near the door of said car, and that 
the conductor at this time passed out of the door, and saw the plain- 
tiff at the water cooler, or by reasonable diligence might have seen 
her, and knew that the train was going to stop, it was his duty to 
close the door, if at all, with care and caution ; and if he closed the 
door negligently or carelessly, thereby causing the injary, the de 
fendant would be liable, unless the plaintiff was guilty of contribu- 
tory negligence.” 

The defendnt requested the court to give certain other instrac- 
tions, and the court refused to give them as asked, but gave them 
in a modified form, over the objections of the defendant. The ob- 
jections to the modifications are presented by the instructions given 
at the instance of the plaintiff. 


Plaintiff recovered a judgment for $500, and thedefendant, after 
filing a motion for a new triai!, which was denied, appealed. 

First. Was the wife a competent witness ? 

The statute provides that the husband and wife shall be incom- 

tent to testify “‘for or against each other.” Did she testify for 
im? This action was brought for the sole benefit of the infant. 
She was the real party in interest. The husband did not sue, but 
the infant by him as next friend. He was merely the manager and 
conductor of th- suit for the minor. The court could remove him at 
pleasure, and substitute another person for him. (Mansfield Dig. § 
4955.) Mrs. Rexford did not testify for him, but for her child. (Bon- 
nett v. Stowell 37 Vt. 260; Lapleine v. Steamship Co., 40 La. Ann. 
663, 4 South..875; Van Fle-t v. Stout, 44 Kan. 526, 24 Pac. 96); Belk 
v. Cooper, 34 [1]. App. 640.) The fact that he was liable for costs did 
not disqualify her. (Bonnett v. Stowell, supra.) She was a com- 
petent witness. 

S-cond. Were the instructions proper'y given? 

In Railway Co. v. Murray, 55 Ark. 254, 18 S. W. 50, we said: 
‘Railroad companies, in the carriage of passengers, are required to 
use the utmost care and f resight, and are held responsitle for the 
slightest negligence The first and mostimportant duty incumbent 
on them is to provide for the safety of their passengers. To this ena 
they are required to provide all tnings necessary to their security 
reasonably consistent with their business and appropriate to the 
means of conveyance employed by them, and to exercise the highest 


degree of practicable care, diligence, and skill in the operation of 
their trains.” 





As to the cars and machinery furnished for the carriage of pag. 
sengers, the fitness of the roadbed, the competency and faithfulness 
of the servants and mechanical appliances used to insure safety, the 
railroad carrier is bound to use the highest reasonable skill and dilj. 
gence, because the passenger, in that respect, must rely solely on 
the carrier, and can do nothing to insure his personal safety. As to 
the dangers which a passenger of ordinary prduence would foresee 
and avoid, no duty is imposed on the carrier. In such cases the car. 
rier has the right to rely on human experience, and presume that 
the passenger will act upon the principles of common sense, and the 
motive of self-preservation common to mankind, and avoid the dan. 
ger. The carrier is not bound to anticipate what a reasonable and 
prudent person, under the circumstances in which it is placed, 

ided by a reasonable estimate of probabilities, would not have 
oreseen. In the case of children of tender years, in the care of 
their parents, upon a train, it would have a right to rely and act 
on the presumption that the parents would take such care of them 
as the natural love of a prudent father or mother would prompt 
them to exercise under such circumstances. But when its employees 
operating the trains see that they are or will be exposed, or, seeing 
them, and exercising reasonable care and diligence, ought to know 
that they are or will be ex d, to danger or injury - the acts or 
neglects of its servants, it Sas as right to act upon such a presump- 
tion, but it is its duty to use all reasonable and practicable care and 
diligence to avoid the danger and avert the injury. In such cases 
the negligence of the parent cannot be imputed to the infant child 
as contributory negligence for the purpose of relieving the carrier of 
liability to the child for damages on account of ite failure to dis- 
charge its duties. (Winter v. Railroad Co. [Mo. Sup.] 12S. W. 652; 
6 L. R. A. 536, and notes; Wymore v. Mahaska Co, [lowa] 43 N. W. 
264; 6 L. R. A. 545, and notes; Beach, Contrib. Neg. (2d Ed.} 
§§ 116-131, and cases cited.) 

In the instructions given in this case at the instance of the plain. 
tiff the court told the jury that if the condactor, in passing out of 
the car in which plaintiff was riding, might, by the exercise of rea- 
sonable diligence, have seen her while standing at the water cooler, 
near the door, and, knowing thatthe train was about to stop, closed 
the door negligently or carelessly, and thereby injured her, the de- 
fendant would be liable for damages. According to this instruction, 
the conductor had no right to rely on the mother taking care of her 
child, but was bound to use reasonable diligence in seeing that she 
was not ex to —_ at the time she was injured. This was 
error, for the reasons indicated. 

Reversed, and remanded for a new trial. 








THE Texas rule allowing senders of telegraph messages to re- 
cover for damages to their feelings from delay in transmitting the 
despatches leads to an enormous amount of litigation against the 
telegraph companies. In some of the digests almost the whole sec- 
tion referring to actions against telegraph companies consists of 
references to the decisions of the Texas courts. Many of the mes- 
sages relate to the sickness or death of relatives. In one of the 
latest cases it was shown that the message could not have been de- 
livered in time to enable the woman to whom it was addressed to 
be present at the funeral of her father, whose sickness was reported 
in the telegram. She endeavored, nevertheless, to obtain damages, 
on the ground that if she had received the message promptly she 
might have telegraphed asking that the funeral be postponed, and 
so might have been present at the services. The supreme court re- 
versed the judgment for $500, obtained against the company. A 
verdict of $2,000, obtained by a father who had not received promp*- 
ly a message concerning his sick son, one of $500 for delay in deliv- 
ering a telegram announcing the funeral of a brother, and one of 
$1,000 for failure to deliver promptly a message —— of the sick- 
ness of a half-sister were not set aside as excessive. In one case it 
was shown that there was no great affection between the person to 
whom the telegram was addressed and the sick relative, but the 
verdict was allowed to stand. In some cases the amount of mental 
anguish could not have been great, but the Texas juries, with great 
regularity and promptness, find verdicts against the telegraph com- 
panies when such cases are brought before them. 





JUDGE GREEN, in the United States circuit court for the district 
of New Jersey, has recently given a decision as to the serving of 
process in suits against foreign corporations which will probably 
not be favorably regarded by corporation lawyers. The New Jersey 
statute provides that in personal suits or actions brought in that 
Strate against foreign corporations process may bererved upon ‘any 
officer, director, agent, clerk or engineer.” In an action in the 
United States court the summons was served upon a locomotive en- 
gineer of the Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Railroad Com- 
pany. The attorneys for the railroad company contended that it 
was not a valid service as the word “engineer” was not intended 
to include engine drivers, but only to eat oe those engaged in 
the science of engineering, in planning and constructing bridges, 
railroads and similar works. It was argued that the legislature in- 
tended to direct the service of process upon some one who was inter- 
ested in the management or operation of the company, and whose 
duty naturally woald be to notify the company of the service. 
Judge Green decides that he must give to the word “engineer” its 


) usual and commonplace meaning, which is that of an engine driver, 


or one who manages an engine. 
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ACTION. 


An — to enforce a subscription to an unincorporated association 
should be brought in the name of the official in whom is 
vested the real estate proposed to be improved by the fund 
subscribed. Egan v. Bonacum (Neb.), 57 N. W. Rep. 288. 

Fact that a cause of — had not accrued when the original pe 
tition was filed is immaterial, where it had accrued when 
the amended petition was filed. Berns v. True (Tex. Civ. 
App.), 24 8. W. Rep. 338. 

Where debtor assigns his property to a purchaser, who, in con- 
sideration thereof, agrees to pay the assignor’s creditors, the 
latter may sue the purchaser directly upon his agreement. 
Lovejoy v. Howe (Minn.), 57 N. W. Rep. 57. 

APPEAL. 


An — will be dismissed if all the parties are not named in the 
assignment of errors. Bozeman v. Call, (Ind. Sup.), 35 N. E, 
Rep. 828. 

All parties to the judgment appealed from must be made 
parties to the —, by assignment of error, and notice of 
—. Same case. 

Decision or ruling of the court that a party be allowed to amend 
his pleading cannot be appealed from as from an order, if 
no order is made or enter Macauley v. Ryan (Minn. ), 57 
N. W. Rep. 151. 

Decree determing the rights and liabilities of the parties, and 
referring the cause to an auditor to state an account upon 
which a further decree is to be entered, is not a final ap- 
pealable decree. Latiav. Kilbourn, 14 Sup. Ct. Rep. 201. 

Defendant may — from a judgment rendered against him, 
though the court, on the plaintiff's motion, set the judgment 
aside, without authority, and reinstated the case. Dors- 
heim Bros. Dry Goods Co. v. Williams (La.), 14 So. Rep. 120. 

Evidence need not be made part of the record, when the judg- 
ment attached is by default. Anderson v. Doolittle (W. Va.) 
18 8. E. Rep. 724. 

In action for an accounting, a judgment for plaintiff on the 
pleas in bar, ordering an account, is appealable. Sprague 
v. Bond (N. C.), 18 8. E. Rep. 701. 

Interest on a judgment must be included in determining the 
jurisdiction of the appellate court. Arnold v. Lowis County 
Court (W. Va.), 18 S. E. Rep. 476. 

Judgment of non-suit, granted by the trial court, establishes in 
plaintiff's favor all contested questions of fact. Sylvester v. 
Wheeler (Sup.), 26 N. Y. Supp. 411. 

Motion to quash a citation issued by a justice of the peace is 
too late, when made for the first time on — to the county 
court. White v. Johnson (Tex. Civ. App.), 24 8. W. Rep. 


568. 

No — lies from an interlocutory order carrying into final effect 
a final judgment. ae v —— (La.), 14 So. Rep. 212. 

Non-suit entered by plaintiff in nota final judgment from which 
an — lies. Mallory v. Taylor (Va.), 18 S. E. Rep. 438. 

Order appointing commissioners in condemnation proceedings 
is appealable. In re City of Utica (Sup.), 26 N. Y. Supp. 
564. 

Order directing personal judgment = pe defendant for any 
deficiency after sale of mortgaged primises is appealable, 
as it involves the merits of the action. Gaynor v. Bleevett, 
(Wis.) 57 N. W. Rep. 44. 

Order granting or denying a motion to change the place of trial 
may be reviewed on — from the judgment. Schock v. Wi- 
noua § St. P. R. Co. (Minn.) 57 N. W. Rep. 208, 

Order overruling a demurrer to a complaint is not reviewable 
on an — ercten until followed by a final judgment. 
Fitzsimmons v. Milwaukee, L. 8S. § W. R'y Co. (Mich.), 57 N. 
W. Rep. 127. 


Order entered by consent before judgment has the same force as 
if entered after judgment, and is not appealable. Dawson 
v. Parsons, (Sup.), 26 N. Y. Supp. 327. 

Record must affirmatively show the service of the notice of — 
on the address party or his attorney. Adams v. McPherson 
(Ida.) 34 Pac. Rep. 1095. 

Refusal to strike out testimony will not be reviewed when no 
reason is given for striking it out. Butler v. Cornell (U1 
Sup.), 37 N. E. Rep. 765. 








Rehearing will be nted to consider new matter, which may 
materially affect the case. Kirby v. Western Union Tel. Co. 
(8S. D.), 57 N. W. Rep. 199. 

Where evidence has not been briefed it will not be closely ex- 
amined on—. Whigham v. Davis (Ga.), 188. E. Rep. 548. 


ATTACHMENT. 


Affidavit may be amended, even after a motion to quash for the 
particular defect. Moline, Milburne § Stoddard Co. v. Curtis 
(Neb.), 57 N. W. Rep. 161. 

Defective affidavit for an order of — cannot be supplemented by 
subsequent affidavit or proofs. United States Baking Co. v. 
Bachman (W. Va.), 18 8S. E. Rep. 382. 

In action for wrongful —, evidence of injury to plaintiff’s credit- 
was admissible as a basis for exemplary damages. Lynborg 
v, Cohen (Tex. Civ. App.), 24S. W. Rep. 314. 

Levy of — will be P esumed, was made in the county. Hortow 
v. Monroe (Mich.), 57 N. W. ~— 109. 

Service upon non-resident by publication prior to — of his 
property isa nullity, and is not made good by subsequent 
= Baumgardner v. Bono Fertilizer Co. (Cir. Ct.), 38 Fed. 

ep. 1. 


BANKS AND BANKING. 


A National bank has power to take an assignment of a mort- 
gage on land to secure a loan made at the time of the as- 
signment. First Nat. Bank v. Andrews (Wash.), 34 Pac. Rep. 
913; Young v. Same, Id. 

Bank cannot charge an overdraft of a firm azainst the individual 
account of a member of the firm, though the member, as 
such, may be liable for the overdraft. Adams v. First Nat. 
Bank, (N. C.), 18 8. E. Rep. 513. 

Clearing house association is properly sued in the names of the 
committee who have entire control of its business, funds 
and securities. Yardley v. Philir (Cir. Ct.), 58 Fed Rep. 
746. 


CORPORATION. 


Director may, in good faith loan his money to the corporation 
for the legitimate purposes of the —, and hold it as a valid 
claim against the —. Foster v. Belcher’s Sugar Refining Co., 
(Mo. Sup.) 24 8. W. Rep. 93. 

Evidence of the value of a corporation’s property is admissible 
to show the value of its stock. Hewitt v. Steele, (Mo. Sup.) 
24 8. W. Rep. 440. 

Filing an information in quo warranto against a — by its cor- 
porate name is an admission that it has been | y incor- 

rated. North § South Rolling Stock Co. v. People, (Ill. 
up.) 35 N. E. res 608. 

In an action against the trustees for a corporate debt for which 
plaintiff obtained judgment against the —, plaintiff cannot 
recover costs awarded him by such judgment. Green v. 
Easton, (Sup.) 26 N. Y. Supp. 553. 

It is no defense to action for salary by the president of a com- 
pany that he failed to fulfill his promises to make its busi- 
ness a success. Paduch Land, Coal § Iron Co. v. Hays, (Ky.) 
24 8. W. Rep. 237. 

Tender of the stock certificate in not a condition precedent to a 
right of action to recover an installment of a stock subscrip- 
tion. Walter A. Woods Harvester Co. v. Robbins, (Minn.) 57 
N. W. Rep. 317. 

The facts that a — has no sign at its office, and that it-has not 
had its property listed for taxation, are not grounds for for- 
feiting its charter. North § South Rolling Stock Co. v. Peo- 
ple, Supra. 

DAMAGES. 

Evidence in mitigation of — cannot be given under a general 
denial, but the facts must be specially pleaded. Mitchell v. 
Cody, (Super. N. Y.) 26 N. Y. Supp. 781. F 

In action for personal injuries, where there is evidence that 
plaintiff had used drugs and medicines, but no proof of the 
cost of them, a charge to the jury to consider the expense of 
medicines, in estimating — is prejudicial error. Atchison, 
T. & S. F. R. Co. v. Click, (Tex. Civ. App.) 238. W. Rep. 833. 

Measure of — to crops by overflow of a river caused by a rail- 
road embankment, includes interest. Gulf, C. & 8. F. Ry. 
Co. v. Calhoun, (Tex. Civ. App.) 24S. W. Rep. 362. 

Verdict of $250 for an unlawful imprisonment of a person for 
two days is not excessive. Brusde v. Sanderson, (Wis.) 57 
N. W. Rep. 49. x 

Where there is no home market for goods destroyed, it is proper 
to base their value on a — market, less the freight. 
Union Pac., D. §& G. Ry. Co. v. Williams, (Colo. App.) 34 Pac. 
Rep. 731. 

EMINENT DOMAIN. 


A pre-emptor who has filed his declaratory statement, but has 
not paid for the land, has a “‘possessory claim,” within 
meaning of Act, Cong. Mch 3, 1875, § 3, which provides for 
condemnation of such holdings in the — lands by rail- 
roads taking advantage of the act, and is entitled to com- 
pensation for a right of way taken through his land. Enoch 

v. Spokane Falls & N. Ry. Co., (Wash.) 33 Pac. Rep. 966; 

Reidt v. Same, (Wash.) 34 Pac. Rep. 150; Flutsch v. Same, Id. 
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Building of a sewer through a private lot necessarily takes a 
portion of the property, and this must be paid for, though 
the market value of the lot be not diminished. Smith v. City 
of Atlanta, (Ga.) 17S. E. Rep. 981. 

In condemnation proceedings a question: ‘For what purpose 
could that property be used properly?” Is properly disal- 
lowed. City of Santa Ana v. Harlin, (Cal.) 34 Pac. Rep. 224. 
In such proceedings, present market value is the measure of 
damages, and not the value in use to the owner or to 

those seeking to condemn. Same case. 

Term “present market value” means the price that 
could be obtained after such reasonably ample time 
to sell as would ordinarily be taken by an owner. 
Same case. 

EQUITY. 


A release or transfer by a legatee of his interest in the estate. to 
the executor for an apparently adequate consideration dves 
not raise a presumption of fraud. Geyer v. Snyder, (N. Y. 
App.) 35 N. E. Rep. 784; 140 N. Y. 394; 55 N. Y. S. Rep. 812. 

Evidence of an officer taking acknowledgment to a deed, or of a 
person present at its execution, is entitled to a peculiar 
weight in considerating the grantor’s capacity. Buckey v. 
Buckey, (W. Va.) 18S. E. we 383. 

New matter, for affirmative relief cannot be set out in a special 
replication. Harrison v. Brewster, (W. Va.)188. E. Rep. 568. 

Old age is not of itself evidence of incapacity to make a deed. 
Buckey v. Buckey, Supra. 

When plaintiff is guilty of gross laches, — will decline to inter- 
fere under a bill for discovery, as under a bill for relief. 
Fosdick v. Lowell Machine Shop, (Cir. Ct.) 58 Fed. Rep. 817. 


ESTOPPEL. . 


Recital in lease that the rent ‘‘is evidenced by the twenty pro- 
missory notes executed by said lessee,” estops the lessee af- 
terwards to deny that such notes are promissory notes. 
Central Trust Co. v. New York Equipment Co., (Sup.) 26 N. Y. 
Supp. 850; 56 N. Y. S. Rep. 648; 74 Hun. 405. 

Sheriff treating an execution as valid, and collecting money 
thereon, is estopped from setting up its invalidity in pro- 
ceedings for refusal to pay over the amount collected. Bost- 
wick v. Benedict, (S. D.) 57 N. W. Rep. 78. 

Wife is not estopped by husband’s declarations concerning her 
separate estate, where they were not made in her presence 
or by her authority. Ayres v. Felbrath, (Tex. Civ. App.) 24 
S. W. Rep. 347. 

EVIDENCE.—See also Trial and Witness. 


A fact important to be proved for the defense, capable of proof, 
avd not proven. will presumed not to exist. Wood v. 
Holly Manuf. Co., (Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 948. 

Admissions and declarations made by an agent after an accident 
has occurred cannot be admitted to show the negligence of 
the principal. Holt v. Spokane § P. Ry. Co., (Idaho) 35 
Pac. Rep. 39. 

Admissions contained in answer filed by defendant in another 
case are admissible in — against him. Printup v. Patton, 
(Ga.) 18S. E. Rep. 311. 

Court will net take judicial notice of its records and proceedings 
in another case. Grace v. Ballow. (S. D.)56N. W. Rep. 1075. 

Defendant’s title to land cannot be affected by admissions of the 
administrator of his predeces<ors in title. Lawrence v. Wiil- 

* son, (Mass.) 35 N. E. Rep. 858. 

In action for forcible ejection from a car, it is not competent for 
a conductor to testify that he did not use more torce than 
was necessary, that is a question for the jury. Regner v. 
Glens Falls, 8S. H. § Ft. E. St. R.Co., (Sup.)26 N.Y. Supp. 625; 
74 Hun. 202; 56 N. Y. S. Rep. 300. 

In action for services, — that a third person told plaintiff, when 
he employed him, that defeudant would pay him, is hearray. 
O'Neil v. Hudson Valley Ice Co, (Sup.) 26 N. Y. Supp. 598. 
56 N. Y. S. Rep., 289; 74 Hun. 1¢3. 

In action on noie, defendant by claiming and being allowed the 
affirmative, admits that plaintiffs have proven a prima facie 
case, and assumes the burden of proving his defenses. Diss 
v. Warren, (City Ct. N. Y.) 26N. Y. Supp. 75. 

Official telegraphic reports of conductors and train dispatchers 
as to the reckless running of an engineer are not hearsay. 
Mexican Nat. R. Co. v. Mussetie, (Tex. Civ. App.) 24 S. W. 

, Rep. 520. 

Opinions of a witness is not admissible where, by his detailing 
the facts to the jury, they can draw their own inferences 
therefrom. Manufacturers’ Accident Indemnity Co. v. Dorgan, 
(Cir. Ct. App.) 58 Fed. Rep. 945. 

On contest of a will for mental incapacity and undue influence, 
the declarations of one of several devises are not admissible. 
O'Connor v. Madison, (Mich ) 57 N. W. Rep. 105. 

Proof of mailing of a letter is prima facie — of its receipt by the 
addressee. Young v. Clapp, (Ill. Sup.) 34 N. E. Rep. 372. 
Statements of deceased made half an hour after the accident, 
when he had been carried home, in answer to questions by 
his wife, are no part of the res gestae. Ft. Smith Oil Co. v. 

Slover, (Ark.) 24S. W. Rep. 106. 

United States circuit court in lowa may take judicial notice 

that Asheville, N. C., is distant more than 100 miles from 











Dubuque, Iowa. Mutual Ben. Life Ins. Co. v. Robison, (Cir, 
Ct. App.) 58 Fed. Rep. 723. 
EXCEPTIONS. 

BILL OF.—A — not allowed at the trial term, or within any 
time for which the term was extended for that purpose, is 
invalid, and cannot be considered. Morse v. Anderson, 14 
Sup. Ct. Rep. 43. 

County judge has no authority to sign a — preserving the 
evidence used in the hearing of a motion to discharge 
an attachment. Moline, Milburn § Stoddard Co. v. Cur- 
tis, (Neb.) 57 N. W. Rep. 161. 

Must preserve the evidence; or the question whether in- 
structions are misleading cannot be raised on appeal. 
44 Ill. App. 115, affirmed. Wright v. Griffey, (Ill. Sa ) 
N. E. Rep. 941. 

The attorney who accepts a —, with the qualifications in- 
dorsed thereon by the trial judge, and files same, estops 
himself from claiming it to be unfair and injurious to 
his client. Jones v. State, (Tex. Civ. App.) 23 8. W. 
Rep. 793. 

Where — does not state that it contains all the evidence ad- 
duced on the trial it will be presumed that there was 
evidence to support the judgment. Burgin v. Raplee, 
(Ala.) 14 So. Rep. 205. 

EXECUTION. 

An — issued upon a judgment after two years from its rendition 
without an order of court following its issuance is properly 
quashed. Code, c. 139, § 10. State v. Brookover, (W. Va.) 
18 8S. E. Rep. 476. 

— may issue against a county and be levied upon any property 
owned by it, not needed for governmental or public pur- 
poses. S ate v. Buckles, (Ind. App.) 35 N. E. Rep. 846. 

Sale of a decedent’s land under a writ of venditium exponds is- 
sued after his death, without the issue and service of a scire 
facias against his heirs isnulland void. Barfield v. Barfield, 
(N. C.) 188. E. Rep. 505 

The filing of a transcript of a jadgment in another county with 
the clerk of a court does not authorize him to issue — there- 
on. Bostwick v. Benedict, (S. D.) 57 N. W. Rep. 78. 

FRAUDS, STATUTE OF. 

Delivery of part of the goods without receipt and acceptance by 
vendee, is insufficient to take a verbal contract of sale out 
ofthe —. Powder River Live Stock Co. v. Lamb, (Neb.) 56 N. 
W. Rep. 1019. 

The —, requiring a contract for sale of goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise to be in writing, does not apply where work has 
to be done by the seller on the article sold before delivery. 
Bagby v. Walker, (Md.) 27 Atl. Rep. 1053. 

The New York — does not require a written memorandum of a 
contract for the sale of goods where a part of the goods has 
been delivered to and accepted by the buyer. Baumann v. 
ange (Sup. ) 25 N. Y. Supp. 882; 56 N. Y. 8. Rep. 132; 73 

un. 40. 

The receipt and acceptance by a purchaser of part of the goods 
sold takes the case out ofthe —. Mackie v. Egan, (Com. Pl. 
N. Y.) 26 N. Y. Supp. 13; 6 Misc. 95; 55 N. Y. 8. Rep. 493. 


FRAUDULENT CONVEYANCE. 

An insolvent judgment debtor may sell and convey his home- 
stead unaffected by such judgment. Pollock v. MeNeill, 
(Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 937. 

An intention on part of debtor to defraud cannot be inferred 
merely from the fact that be desired to and did prefer cer- 
tain of his creditors. John V. Farwell Co. v. Wright, (Neb.) 
56 N. W. Rep. 984. 

In action to set aside a deed, fraud is not shown by mere evi- 
dence of a failure to record it. Howe v. Striker, (Super. N. 
Y.) 25 N. Y. Supp. 1107. 

In order to set aside a mortgage for fraud, it must appear that 
the mortgagee participated in the fraudeotly intent, or had 
notice or grounds for suspicion of the fraud. Claflin v. Bal- 
lance, (Ga.) 18 8. E. Rep. 309. 

It is not a fraud on other creditors for one having a valid claim 
to obtain security for amount actually due by chattel mort- 
gage, where no more property is covered than is necessary 
to secure the debt. First Nat. Bank v. Naill, (Kan.) 34 Pac. 
Rep. 797. 

INJUNCTION. 

Exemplary dainages cannot be recovered for the malicious suing 
out of an—. Shackelford County v. Hounsfield, (Tex. Civ. 
App.) 24 8. W. Rep. 358. 

— and mandamus are not appropriate remedies in the same case. 
Whigman v. Davis, (Ga.) 18 8. E. Rep. 548. 

Under Gen. St. 1878, c. 66, § 200, a temporary — may be granted, 
though a permanent one is not prayed for in the complaint. 
Hamilton v. Word, (Minn.) 57 N. W. Rep. 208. 

It is in court’s discretion to continue an —, though the 
answer filed denies all the equities of the complaint. 
Same case. 

Where plaintiff in ejectment has obtained a judgment defendant 
will be enjoined from interfering with the execution of pro- 
cess for the delivery of the premises. De Lancey v. Piepgras, 
(Sup.) 26 N. Y. Supp. 807. 
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JUDGMENT. | 


Assignee of a —, seeking to enforce it, is the only n 

party to an action by the — debtor to enjoin its collection. 
Uis v. Kerr, (Tex. Civ. App.) 23 8. W. . 1050. 

County court in probate matters is a court of neral jurisdic- 
tion, and its orders and judgments cannot be collateral! 
emg y Corley v. Anderson, (Tex. Civ. App.) 23 8. W. 

p. 839. 

Decree of probate court, having jurisdiction of subject-matter, 
admitting a will to probate, cannot be collater a 
McSpadden v. Farmer, (Tex. Civ. App.) 23 8. W. . 814. 

That an action was tried in a county other than that declared 
by statute to be the proper county for its trial does not 
affect the jurisdiction. llis v. Ellis, (Minn.) 56 N. W. 
Rep. 1056. 

Upon motion to discharge an attachment, the court has no 
power, beside ——- such discharge, to order the under- 
taking to be cancelled, that Sag not being submitted. 
Wyman v. Hallock, (8. D.) 57 N. W. Rep. 197. 


LIMITATIONS, STATUTE OF. 


Against a demand for money had and received by one for the 
use of another, the period of limitations is five years, and it 
1. to run on the receiptofthe money. Jackson v. Hough, 
(W. Va.) 18 8. E. Rep. 575. 

Lien created by a mortgage given to secure a note is not im- 
paired by fact that the — has run against thenote. Jenkins 
v. Wilkinson, (N. C.) 18 8. E. Rep. 696. 

Prescription rans from the date the injury was sustained. Crow 
v. Manning, (La.) 14 So. Rep. 122. 

Since husband cannot maintain an action against his wife, lim- 
itations do not begin to run against a claim by him against 
her till after her death. In re Gracie’s Estate, (Pa. Sup.) 27 
Atl, Rep. 1033. Appeal of Union Trust Co., Id. 

The — does not ran against a defense by way of recoupment for 
breach of warranty, so long as the right of action for the 

rice continues. C. Auliman Co. v. Torrey, (Minn.) 57N. W. 
ep. 211. 


MASTER AND SERVANT.—See also Railroad Company. 


Employer is not chargeable with negligence for injuries to an 
employe resulting from defective appliances, unless he knew 
of the defect, or omitted to exercise proper care to discover 
it. Doing v. New York, O. § W. R. Co., (Sup.) 26N. Y. 
Supp. 405; 73 Hun. 270; 58 N. Y. 8. Rep. 64. 

Men employed exclusively to erect stagings are not fellow ser- 
vants with workmen who use such stagings in the employer’s 
general business. Sime v. American Steel Barge Co., (Minn.) 
57 N. W. Rep. 322. 

Neither a conductor of a train nor a signal operator is a fellow 
servant of a section hand going to work onatrain. Haney 
v. Piltsburg, C., C. § St. L. Ry. Co., (W. Va.) 188. E. 
Rep. 748. 

Person employed ‘‘as a sugar broker,” at a fixed salary, to effect 
sales of sugar, write letters, and make out account sales, is 
aclerk. Tete v. Lanauz, (La.) 14 So. Rep. 24. 

Railroad company is not responsible for the negligence of United 
States postal clerks onitstrains. Paling v. Ohio River R. Co., 
(W. Va.) 18 8. E. Rep. 782. 


MORTGAGE. 


A — for fature advances is valid. Merchants’ § Farmers’ Bank 
v. Hervey Plow Co., (La.) 14 So. Rep. 139. 

A — of land, with the rents, issues, and profits thereof, is a lien 
on the crop growing when suit is begun to foreclose, super- 
ior to a junior chattel — on said crop. Treat v. Dorman, 
(Cal.) 35 Pac. Rep. 86. 

Burden of proof is on one alleging that a deed absolute in form 
isa—. Winters v. Earl, (N. J. Ch.) 28 Atl. Rep. 15. 

Grantee of land expressly described as subject to a — does not 
assume the debt, so as to be liable to a personal judgment 
thereon. Lang v. Cadwell, (Mont.) 34 Pac. Rep. 957. 

Transfer of a note carries with it a — given to secure it, without 
any formal —— or delivery, or even mention of the 
—. Jenkins v. Wilkinson, (N. C.) 188. E. Rep. 696. 

Where land is conveyed in trust for a woman and her children, 
her interest is subject to levy and sale under a — given by 
her. Wilson v. Wright, (Ga.) 188. E. Rep. 546. 


CHATTEL.—Demand for possession of the property, and for 
judgment for the debt secured, may be joined in an action 
of claim and delivery undera—. Kiger v. Harmond, (N.C.) 
18 8. E. Rep. 515. 

Possession by chattel mortgagee after the maturity of his 
debt does not vest in him a legal title which is subject 
to attachment. Voorhies v. Hennessy, (Wash.) 34 Pac. 
Rep. 936. 

Parchaser of personal property, with a 
unrecorded — thereon, takes subject to the lien created 
by such -~ Wagner v. Stefin, oo 56 + oe = 

Sale of part of m a property does not discharge the 
fot on the a ag tc First Nat. Bank v. North- 
western Elevator Co., (8. D.) 57 N. W. Rep. 77. 


of prior, 





MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS. 


Employment of counsel by the mayor is not conclusive on 
the courts that an ee existed authorizing him to act. 
City of Owensboro v. Weir, (Ky.) 24 8. W. Rep. 115. 

Laws , ©. 298, § 34, providing that no “ordinances” shall be 
adopted except by a two-thirds vote, does not pply to rules 
of order of a city council. ——— v. Fisher, (2 up.) 26 N. 
Y. Supp. 364; 56 N. Y. 8S. Rep. 384; 74 Hun. 167. 

Majority of city council, having power to elect a president, has, 
in absence of avy prohibition, power to remove him, for 
cause or otherwise. Same case, Supra. 

Ordinance prohibiting sale of lottery tickets is a police — 
tion, and constitutional. State v. Dobard, (La.) 14 So. 


Rep. 253. 
The state constitution does not imperatively 
manic representation in towns or cities. 
v. Shattuck, (Colo. Sup.) 34 Pac. Rep. 947. 
Wrongful laying out of part of a city sewer through private 
land does not invalidate the whole layout. Commonwealth 
v. Abbott, (Mass.) 35 N. E. Rep. 782. 


NEGLIGENCE. 


Complaint alleging that an injury to plaintiff was the result of 
the wanton and reckless — of defendant charges more than 
simple —. Georgia Pac. R. Co. v. Ross, (Ala.) 14 So. 
Rep. 282. 

Contributory — is a defense in a personal injury case, and the 
burden of proof is on defendant. Bluedorn v. Missouri Pac. 
Ry. Co., (Mo. Sup.) 24 8. W. Rep. 57. 

Evidence of specific acts of — is inadmissible to show that a fel- 
low servant was incompetent. Kennedy v. Spring, (Mass.) 
35 N. E. Rep. 779. 

In action for injuries caused by a car jumping the track, evi- 
dence of the defective condition of the ties, within a reason- 
able time before and after the accident, was competent. 
Snadley v. Missouri Pac. Ry. Co., (Mo. Sup.) 24 8S. W. 
Rep. 140. 

Mere fact that owner of tenement house failed to light the gas 
in the hall is not proof of —, so as to render him liable to 
one who falls down stairs at night. Muller v. Menken, 
(Super. N. Y.) 26 N. Y. Supp. 801, 5 Misc. Rep. 444. 


NEW TRIAL.—See also Appeal and Error. 


A — will not be granted on the ground that the verdict is 
against the weight of the evidence, where there was as much 
evidence to support one side as the other. Swartout v. Wil- 
ingham, (Cir. Ct.) 26 N. Y. Supp. 769; 6 Misc. 179. 

Affidavit of counsel, on information and belief, for — for newly 
discovered evidence, is insufficient. Cole v. Thornburg, 
(Colo. App.) 34 Pac. Rep. 1013. 

It is error to set aside a verdict as excessive unless the amount 
is such as to show misconduct and impropriety on the 
of the jury. Scott v. Sun Printing § Pub. Ass’n, (Sup.) 26 N. 
Y. Supp. 690; 74 Hun. 284; 56 N. Y. 8. Rep. 419. 

No more than two — can be granted to the same party in the 
same cause. Poling v. Ohio River R. Co., (W. Va.) 18 8. E. 
Rep. 782. . 

Where there are — counts, the fact that issue is joined on an 
insufficient plea, and verdict is rendered for defendant upon 
sach plea, is not ground fora—. Schlaffv. Louisville § N. 
R. Co., (Ala.) 14 So. Rep. 105. 


NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS. 


Answer to complaint in action on a note, which denies that 
plaintiff is the owner and holder of the note is not frivolous. 
Western Carolina Bank v. Atkinson, (N. C.) 18 8. E. Rep. 703. 

Assignee of promissory note and chattel mortgage, who pur- 
chased them after maturity, holds them subject to all de- 
fenses which could have been made by the maker had they 
remained in hands of original yee or holder. Robertson v. 

Reiter, (Neb.) 56 N. W. Rep. 877. 

By production of the note, plaintiff makes a — facie case, 
and it then devolves on defendant to defeat the apparent 
right. Mechanics § Traders Bank v. Livingston, (Com. Pl. 
N. Y¥.) 26 N. Y. Supp. 25; 55 N. Y. 8S. Rep. 394; 6 Misc. 81. 

Fact of obtaining — before maturity, for value, raises a pre- 
sumption that holder is ignorant of any illegality affecting 
it, and relieves him of the necessity of averring such igno- 
— Co. v. City Bank, (Cir. Ct. App.) 58 Fed.. 

In actiea on an acceptance payable out of proceeds of certain 
notes, evidence that such proceeds are claimed by third per- _ 
sons is irrelevant. Seymour v. Malcolm McDonald Lumber 
Co., (Cir. Ct. App.) 58 Fed. Rep. 857. 

In action on note a denial that plaintiff is the lawful owner 
thereof is a good defense under the Ohio code. Boggs v. 
Wann, (Cir. Ct.) 58 Fed. Rep. 681. 

Knowledge of cashier of bank as to the defenses and equities ex- 
isting against a promissory note made to him in his individ- 
ual capacity, and by him transferred to the bank of which 
he is such cashier upon its maturity, is the knowledge of the 
bank. Black Hills Nat. Bank v. Kellogg, (S. D.) 56 N. W. 
Rep. 1071. 


uire local alder- 
own of Valverde 
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Owner of note payable at a fixed date, and not on or before ma- 
turity, has a right to decline a tender of payment made be- 
fore maturity. Burns v. True, (Tex. Civ. App.) 24 8. W. 
Rep. 338. 
PARTIES. . 


Debtors by open account are not subject to suit jointly with one 
who has guaranteed, in writing, payment of the account. 
Sims v. Clark, (Ga.) 18 S. E. Rep. 158. 

In action on joint and several liability, misjoinder of — defend- 
ant is no defense, but judgment goes against a defendant 
upon his several liability. Strauss v. Trotter, (Com. Pl. N.Y.) 
26 N. Y. Supp. 20; 55 N. Y. 8. Rep. 489; 6 Misc. 77. 

It is in court’s discretion to allow trial of an action to set aside 
a fraudulent conveyance without the bringing in, as —. 
of mortgagees whose mortgages were put on the land before 
the conveyance. Shober v. Wheeler, (N.C.)18S E. Rep. 328, 

Original defendant cannot demur to an amended complaint on 
the ground that it improperly joins new defendants, where 
it does not state a cause of action against them, as they 
alone are prejudiced by the joinder. North Hudson Mut. 
Bldg. § Loan Ass’n v. Childs, (Wis.) 56 N. W. Rep. 870. 

PARTNERSHIP. 


Adjustment of liabilities of a partner affords him sufficient in- 
terest in the affairs of the firm to enable him to demand an 
accounting, whether there are assets to be divided or not. 
Petrakion v. Arberly (Com. Pl. N. Y.), 26 N. Y. Supp. 731. 

In action against two persons as partners for services in pack- 





ing goods, proof merely that defendants were joint owners 
of the goods does not entitle plaintiff to recover. Miller v. 
Vermurie, (Wash.) 34 Pac. Rep. 1108. 

One partner has no right, without the consent of his partners. 
to transfer — property to a third person, to be held by such 
person as trustee for the firm. Weir Plow Co. v. Evans (Tex. 
Civ. App.) 24 8. W. Rep. 38. 

Profits made by a member of a firm through individual transac- 
tions outside the scope of the firm business, do not belong to 
the firm, although he employs therein the skill and informa- | 
tion acquired as a member of the firm. Latta v. Benham, 
14 Sup. Ct. Rep, 201. 

Where two persons are jointly interested in a contract to adver- 
tise property for a commission, a release of the commission | 
by one binds the other. Cook v. Blake, (Mich.) 57 N. W. | 
Rep. 249. | 


PAYMENT. 


Debt secured by deed of trust is not satisfied by the creditor’s | 
Breach of his agreement with the debtor to take certain 
notes in satisfaction thereof. Low v. Coleman, (Miss.) 14 | 
So. Rep. 267. e 

Lapse of 21 years after an order directing an administrator to | 
distribute the assets of an estate among creditors raises a | 
presumption of —. White v. Offield, (Va.) 188. E. Rep. 436. 

— made by a debtor without any direction as to the application 
thereof may be applied by the creditor as he sees fit. Farren | 
v. McDonnell, (Sup.) 26 N. Y. Supp. 619; 74 Hun. 176; 56 N. 
Y. S. Rep. 354. 

PLEADING, | 


Allegation in complaint that certain rules of order of a city | 
council were in force is an allegation of a conclasion, there- 
fore not admitted by demurrer. Armatage v. Fisher, (Sup.) | 
26 N. Y. Supp. 364; 74 Hun. 167; 56 N. Y. S. Rep. 384. 

Declarations and admissions which do not create an estoppel 
should not be pleaded. Henslee rv. Henslee, (Tex. Civ. App.) 
24 8. W. Rep. 321. 

Decree awarding partition of lot 15 in block 14, in a certain 
town, is not supported by a petition which seeks partition 
of lot 5 of block 14 in such town. Lazarus v. Barrett, (Tex. 
Civ. App.) 23 8. W. Rep. 822. | 

Demurrer to complaint for want of facts does not raise the 
question of the legal capacity of plaintiff to sue. Rada- | 
baugh v. Silver, (Ind. Sup.) 35 N. E. Rep. 694. 

Denial of a legal conclusion is nugatory. Strauss v. Trotter, 
(Com. Pl. N. Y.) 26 N. Y. Supp. 20; 6 Misc. 77; 55 N. Y.S. 
Rep. 489. 

If contract of shipment is attached to the petition, defendant 
need not plead a stipulation therein exempting it from re- 
sponsibility for the articles shipped beyond its own line. 
Gulf, aaa § P. Ry. Co. v. Griffiths, (Tex. Civ. App.) 24 8. 

2. 

It is not necessarily a fatal objection to a proposed amendment 
that it presents an additional defense, or an additional 
cause of action. Omaha g R. V. R. Co. v. Moschel, (Neb.) 
56 N. W. Rep. 875. 

Laches may be raised by demurrer where the pleading demurred 
to shows the facts on which the defense of laches rests. 
Paxton v. Paxton, (W. Va.) 188. E. Rep. 765. 

Mechanical arrangement of a petition is left to the taste of the 
attorney, and the only requisite is that it be a written or 
printed document prepared in accordance with Code Pr. 
Arts. 171, 172. Lukis v. Allen, (L.) 14 So. Rep. 186. 
Caption, or address to the court, is an essential part of a 

petition. Same case. 





Objection to amended petition as being a departure from the 
original, is waived by — over and going to trial without 
a the question. Gelatt v. Ridge, (Mo. Sup.) 23 8. W. 
Rep. 882. 

Plaintiff cannot object to entry of final judgment on ground 
that there are no — in the cause, where it has therstofore 
been referred, and judgment entered in it, without objec. 
tion. McLean v. Breece, (N. C.) 188, E. Rep. 694. 

Plea in abatement for defect of parties defendant, which fails to 
allege that the omitted parties are within the jurisdiction 
of the court, is insufficient. Holt v. Streeter, (Sup.) 26 N. Y. 
Supp. 843; 74 Hun. 538; 57 N. Y. 8S. Kep. 193. 

Vagueness, indefiniteness, and uncertainity in a complaint are 
not ground for a demurrer, but for motion to make more 
specific. American Wire Nail Co. v. Connelly, (Ind. App.) 
35 N. E. Rep. 721. 

Where answer is irrelevant, and of a character to embarrass 
—— it is error to refuse to strike it out on motion. 

ational Distilling Co. v. Cream City Importing Co., (Wis.) 
56 N. W. Rep. 864. 
PRINCIPAL AND AGENT. 


Division superintendent of railroad has authority to employ 
physicians and sargeons to attend employees injured in 
company’s service. Union Pac. Ry. Co. v. Winterbotham, 
(Kan.) 34 Pac. Rep. 1052. 

Fact of agency cannot be established by declarations or acts of 
alleged agent, not accepted or approved by the alleged 
principal. Lew v. Mayer, (Kan:) 34 Pac. Rep. 969. 

Payment to an agent after the principal’s death does not dis- 
charge the obligation, even if made in actual ignorance of 
the death. Long v. Thayer, 14 Sup. Ct. 189. 

Principal is liable 1or ryt eres pms made by his agent, 
though they are not authorized by him. Halsell v. Mus- 
graves, (Tex. Civ. App.) 248. W. Rep. 358. 

Ratification of an unauthorized act will make the principal lia- 
ble for an injary resulting from the negligence of the agent 
in doing the act. Nimes v. Mt. Hermon Boys’ School, (Mass. ) 
35 N. E. Rep. 776. 

Where servant procures another to assist him, master is liable 
for latter’s negligence when servant had express or implied 
authority toemploy him. Haluptzek v. Great Northern Ry. 
Co. (Minn.) 57 N. W. Rep. 144. 


| RECEIVER. 


Attachment on railroad property made after the court took 
charge of it in insolvency proceedings will give no lien, 
though the — had not taken actual manual caption of it. 
McDonald v. Charleston, C. § C. &. Co. (Tenn.) 248. W. 
Rep. 252. 

Claims under contracts made by — under court’s direction, for 
the loan of money to preserve the property, allowed prece- 
dence over lands secured by a pre-existing mortgage. Ellis 
a Ice, Light § Water Co. (Tex. Sup.) 23 8. W. Rep. 

That the whole scheme of a benevolent order is utterly worth- 
less, impracticsble, and sure to end in diraster, is no ground 
for appointing a —, and enjoining the officers from adminis- 
tering its affairs, at the instance of a member as much at 
fault as are defendants. Crombie v. Order of Solon, (Pa. 
Sup.) 27 Atl. Rep. 710. 

Where goods, under order of the court procured by parties in 
interest, are sold at auction at a loss, the — is not charge- 
able therewith. Rustworth v. Smith, (Colo. App.) 34 Pac. 
Rep. 482; Appeal of Eskridge. Id. 


| SALE. 


After seller accepts an order for a machine, and then forwards 
the machine and tenders it to the purchaser, the latter can- 
not, without cause, refuse to receive it. Reeves Co. v. Cor- 
rigan, (N. D.) 57 N. W. Rep. 80. 

One supplying pumping engines for water works may, by ex- 
press agrecment, retain a lien on the engines, for their price, 
aiter they are affixed to the company’s premises. Wood v. 
Holly Manuf’g Co., (Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 948. 

Lien for price of machinery furnished to water company is 
not incapable of enforcement because public might be 
inconvenienced thereby. Same case. 

Purchaser of lumber, to be of certain dimensions, has a right, 
on its being shipped to him in cars in which it cannot be 
inspected, to remove it, and inspect and measure it before 
determining to accept or rejectit. Holmes v. Gregg, (N. H.) 
28 Atl. Rep. 17. 

Where an order for lumber is silent as to the price, a copy of 
price list received by the buyer from the seller before the 
sale, is admissible in an action for the value of the lumber 
to show the terms of the sale. Deither v. Ferguson Lumber 
Co. (Ind. App.) 35 N. E. Rep. 483. 

Evidence that other price lists, received by the buyer from 
various people, were accurate statements of the market 
value of lumber, was inadmissible. Same case. 

But it was proper to show whether the lumber was 
scarce or plentiful, as affecting its market value. 
Same case. 


_ | 
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Where paper purporting to be a certificate of stock in a bank 
legally organized is sold as such, there is an implied war- 
ranty that the certificate is genuine and what it porports 
to be. Titus v. Poole, (Sup.) 26 N. Y. Supp. 451. 

Where shipments are made in due time as stipulated by the con- 


— may not, on cross-examination, be asked what another person 
testified to on a former trial, he not having then been called 
on the second trial, as until he is called, and foundation laid 
for the testimony, it is hearsay. Michigan Sav. Bank v. 
Butler’s Estate, (Mich.) 57 N. W. Rep. 253. 


tract of sale, the shipper is not responsible for delay in the | wRITS. 


arrival. Peace River Phosphate Co. v. Griffin, (Cir. Ct.) 58 
Fed. Rep. 550. 


TRIAL. 


After both parties have introduced their testimony, and the 
court has instructed the jury, the introduction of further 
testimony is matter within court’s discretion. Stevens v. 
Clemmons (Kan.) 34 Pac. Rep. 1043. 

After jury has announced its inability to agree, it is errer for 
the judge to state to them, “If youcan’t each get what you 
want, get the next best thing toit.” Southern Ins. Co. v. 
White, (Ark.) 24 8S. W. Rep. 425. 

Exception should be taken to improper argument of counsel, 
and a ruling obtained thereon. Lane v. City of Madison, 
( Wis.) 57 N. W. Rep. 93. 

It is within court’s discretion to exclude evidence constituting 
plaintiff's case in chief, after the evidence for defense is 
closed. Jackson v. Grand Ave. Ry. Co. (Mo. Sup.) 24 8. W. 
192. 

So, too, whether or not it shall permit additional evidence 
to be given after the case has been closed. Riha v. Pelner, 
(Wis.) 57 N. W. Rep. 51. 

Objection to the introduction of testimony which states no 
ground therefor, will not be considered in the appellate 
court. St, Louis. S. W. Ry. Co. v. Herson, (Cir. Ct. App.) 
58 Fed. Rep. 531. 

Unless objections to the admission of evidence be distinctly 
pointed out, they will not be considered on review. 
Howard v. Howard, (Kan.) 34 Pac. Rep. 1114. 

Objection that evidence is “incompetent” is too general 
to raise any question. Deither v. Ferguson Lumber 
Co., (Ind, App.) 35 N. E. Rep. 843. 

On demurrer to evidence it is not necessary to state in the rec- 
ord that the evidence set forth is all that was offered. Ad- 

kins v. Fry, (W. Va ) 188. E. Rep. 737; Same v. Stephens, Id. 
740. 

Where court gives inconsistent or contradictory instructions, 
the judgment will be reversed. Colt v. Spokane §& P. Ry. Co., 
(Idaho) 35 Pac. Rep. 39. 


INSTRUCTION.—An — is properly refused which assumes a 
fact as established, which the evidence leaves in dispute. 
Rapp v. Giddings, (8. D.) 57 N. W. Rep. 237. 
It is not error to refuse — embraced in those already given 

by the court of its own motion. Brown v. Porter, 
(Wash.) 34 Pac. Rep. 1105. 
Nor is it prejudicial error to refuse to instruct the jury 
that a certain order is competent evidence, when 

the order was introduced in evidence. Hartshorn 

v. Byrne, (lll. Sup.) 35 N. E. Rep. 622. 

Nor where those already given, whether on court’s own 
motion or otherwise, embody the same propositions. 
Bluehorn v. Missouri Pac, Ky. Co. (Mo. Sup.) 24 8. 

W. Rep. 57. 
Request to charge, which is not adjustable to any correct 
theory of the evidence, should be refused. Beach v. 
Netherland (Ga.) 18 8. E. Rep. 525. 
Where evidence is conflicting, it is error to instruct jury to 
give more weight to one part or kind of the evidence 
than to another. Williams v. LaPenotiere, (Fla.) 14 So. 
Rep. 157. 
Where material questions of fact are presented by the testi- 
mony, it is proper to refuse to direct a verdict. Jackson 

v. Pittsburg, A. § M. Traction Co., (Pa. Sup.) 28 Atl. 
Rep. 257. 


WITNESS. 


A person deaf and dumb from birth is not presumed to be an 
idiot. State v. Howard, ‘Mo. Sup.) 24 8S. W. Rep. 41. 

A — will not be permitted to state his impressions unless he 
swears to them as a matter of recollection, and not from in- 

_ ference or opinion. Lovejoy v. Howe, (Minn.) 57 N. W. Rep. 


fe 

Defendant who has not opened his case, may introduce it by 
cross-examination, when he merely aims to disprove by the 
witness the case made by the latter. Wendt v. Chicago, St. 

P., M. & VU. Ry. Co., (8. D.) 57 N. W. Rep. 226. 
Cross-examiner cannot go beyond the subject-matter of the 
examination in chief, except to show bias, or to lay a 
foundation for impeachment. Same case. 
Grantor in a deed after death of grantee, cannot testify against 
his heirs that the deed was delivered conditionally, since he 

is a party to the suit and interested. Paxton v. Paxton, 
(W. Va.) 18 8. E. Rep. 765. 


Court has power to allow an amendment of — increasing the 
addamnum. Graves v. New York § N. E. Ry. Co., (Mass.) 
35 N. E. Rep. 851. 

Sheriff will be permitted to amend his return of process so as to 
make it conform to the facts. State v. Martin, (W. Va.) 18 
Seach, Sart person has brough against 

ence, after a nm rought an action i a 
sheriff to recover the wena for a false return on an 
execution, such officer, by leave of co may amend 
the return so it will speak the truth, and thus defeat 
= action. Stealman v. Greenwood, (N. C.) 18 8. E. Rep. 


Warrant of arrest for seaman’s wages, issued by the clerk in the 
absence of the judge, contrary to the provision of a rule of 
= om is void. Deas v. The Berkeley, (D. C.) 58 Fed. 

p. 920. 

Wife cannot be brought into court to respond in a civil suit by 
citations on her husband, an absentee, who happens to be 
ag ga in the State. Crow v. Manning, La.) 14 So. 

p- 122. 


SHOULD THE CODE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE BE 
REVISED, CONDENSED AND SIMPLIFIED* 


By J. Newton Fiero, Ex-President, now Chairman Committee on Law Reform, 
New York State Bar Association. 











THE NECESSITY FOR CONDENSATION AND REVISION. 


Notwithstanding the rapid development of the substantive law 
during the last half century, the most notable phase of law reform 
during that period has been in methods of legal procedure. Despite 
the progress made, however, the criticism of technical rules and 
demand for a more business-like and simple system of practice 
grows apace. 
A paper read before one of the State Bar Associations, voiced the 
sentiment of the public and the profession in tnis language: “It 
is monstrous that our procedure should contain so much that is 
complex. The technicalities with which our practice is so profasely 
incumbered now more often enable the experienced lawyer to humil- 
iate his unsophisticated brother than aid in furthering the cause of 
right and justice. That such a state of affairs exists is radically 
and palpably wrong, is a constant reproach to our civilization, our 
intelligence and our integrity. Brevity and simplicity should be 
the rule of our pleading and practice.” 
A vigorous writer in a recent issue of a leading law periodical 
says: ‘' We know that our courts are clogged with a mass of cases, 
the greater proportion of which are so involved in the intricacies of 
legal procedure that not only are they ruinously retaried ‘in their 
progress through the judicial tribunals, but very often the question 
at issue involving the actual merits of the controversy is lost to view 
and for long periods of time, if indeed, not ultimately, is beyond the 
reach of judicial action. This condition of affairs is no doubt at- 
tribatable in part to the cumbersome and inert system of legal pro- 
cedure with which we are at present blessed.”t 
These criticisms are unfortunately true, as well of the old sys- 
tem of special pleading and common law precedure as to the prac- 
tice under the Code of Civil Procedure in the State of New York. 
A startling exhibit is made upon this subject by the editor of the 
AMERICAN LAWYER, in a discussion at the recent session of the 
American Bar Association, since tabulated and published, by which 
it appears that nearly 47 per cent. of the points decided upon appeal 
in the State and Federal courts are upon points of practice. ‘‘In 
other words, nearly-one-half of the questions carried to and decided 
by the courts of Appellate jurisdiction in this country, were ques- 
tions arising out ot disputes as to the proper method ot bringing be- 
fore the courts the merits involved in the original differences.”t 
This includes States having common law as well as code prac- 
tices, while Canada, with an exclusive common law practice, shows 
a greater proportion of appeals on questions of procedure. Methods 
of carrying on business have been revolutionized within the past 
fifty years, and the slow, careful, _— customs then in vogue 
have been changed into the rapid, bustling, hurrying manner of 
transacting important matters which constitutes one of the charac- 
teristics of American business life, the prime object of which is to 
accomplish the best results in the shortest possible time with the 
minimum of labor. In line with this increased business activity 
has come a demand for greater simplicity, more rapidity and less of 
technicality in legal procedure. 


*This paper. presented at a joint meeting of the Executive Committee and 
the Committee on Law Reform of the New York State Bar Associatiun last 
month, while discussing the demerits of the New York Code, aud intended 

rimarily to further the effort, now bee | made by the association to secure 
tte revision, contains such helpful saggestiuns as to the object, scope and limits 








Testimony as to what a physician, called in consultation said of 

the nature of the disease to the attending prysician in pa- 
tient’s presence, is inadmissible against the patient. Morris 
v. New York, O. § W. Ry. Co., (Sup.) 26 N. Y. Supp. 342. 








Codes is a matter of contemplation or discussion. 


of proper codification, that it will be found of value wherever the subject of 
| +t AMERICAN LAWYER, October,1894. Editorial. 
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The Code of Procedure of 1848, radically changes the methods 
of practice and abolishing methods of common law, which had been 
in use for hundreds of years, was in answer to this popular demand 
and to a very large extent accomplished the object sought. There 
was every reason to believe that the method thus adopted would be 
improved .upon and legal practice and procedure simplified and 
adapted to the changed condition of affairs so that speedy justice 
might be obtained without technical objections and unnecessary de- 
lays, with a reasonable expenditure of time and money on the part 
of the client ; and that the labor of the lawyer would be abrided by 
eliminating those matters which in no way aid in arriving at the 
merits of the case, but are rather a source of annoyance and embar- 
rassment. This object has, However, tailed of accomplishment by 
reason of the repeal of the Code of 1848 and the adoption of a subsi- 
tute, which, from its voluminous character and minute details, has 
served to delay rather than to facilitate the transaction of legal 
busivess. 

The advantages of a code of practice, or, as Pomeroy designates 
the method, the ‘‘Reformed or American Procedure,” are no longer 
debatable. If the question remained in doubt after adoption by 
twenty eight States and Territories and nearly all the British col- 
onies and dependencies, its substantial adoption by the English bar, 
with its common law traditions and conservative policy, must be 
regarded as settling the controversy; hence the difficulties do not 
lie in the system, but in its application. , ‘ 

When the present code of procedure was presented to the legisla- 
ture of 1876, it met with very serious opposition from the bar, it 
being insisted that its provisions were unnecessarily minute and 
that it was a departure from the principles laid down by the com- 
mission originally appointed in 1848, under the constitution of 1846. 
Among its most active opponents was David Dudley Fiell, the 
author of the Code of ’48 and the pioneer in, and it may be said, the 
author of, the modern system of legal procedure. 

Friends of the proposed code, however, insisted that after a 
brief experiment, during which the profession could ascertain its 
defects and failings, it would be so amended as to obviate the ob- 
jections urged. A like oa was made over the nine chapters 
taking effect September 1, 1880, and the entire practice act, asit 
bow stands, received the sauction of the legislature and the execu- 
tive, upon the theory that after a short period of experience of its 
worhings it could and would be so revised and amenied as to adapt 
it to the purpose for which 1t was intended. The lapse of more than 
seventeen years since the first thirteen chapters went into effect and 
of fourteen years since the remaining nine became operative has 
shown the failings and defects existing in the entire wor«, but has 
not resulted in any amendment or revision such as bas been helpful 
to the profession. On the other hand, year by year, it has been 
amended, as the occasion seemed to demand, until it has became a 
mere patchwork. As it was found from time to time that some par- 
tieular section needed to be amended or repealed, action has been 
taken upon it without reference to its effect upon the body of the 
work and, therefore, instead of becoming better adapted to its pur- 
pose, it is to-day less valuable as a system of practice than at the 
date when it was enacted. 

The volume of decisions upon controverted points of the present 
code, arising from the nature of the case or the ease or the careless 
method of expression adopted, of itself renders a revision exceed- 
ingly desirable. The text should soincorporate the decisions which 
are authoritative as to render it unnecessary to examine a long line 
of cases upon a simple question and determine among conflicting 
authorities which should be followed. Moreover, in many instances 
the courts have been constrained by the inaccuracy of the language 
used to construe the provisions in a manner not at all in accord with 
the spirit of the code or a liberal system of practice, and in some in- 
stances contrary to the actual intent of the draftsman. In these 
cases, an examination of the matter and the putting the provisions 
in form so as to convey the idea intended, is an absolute necessity. 

Again, the experience of fifteen years or more has brought to 
light omissions and defects which could not by any possibility have 
been foreseen or provided for in the original draft. Some of these 
shortcomings have been sought to be supplied by amendments of 
sections from time to time, but in many instances have rendered the 
provisions confused or contradictory. Notably, the amendment of 
section 2325 by Laws of 1891, directs an issue to be framed as to 
value of property conveyed, etc., by an alleged lunatic, while sec- 
tion 2335 which restricts the finding of the jury to the single ques- 
tion of incompetency, is left without amendment. This is the ob- 
vious and necessary result of patchwork legislation and indicates 
the needs for a careful review by competent authority of the entire 
work with a view to moulding it into a harmonious whole. 

Nor is it to be overlooked that the element of time and change 
has an important influence upon remedial as well as upon substan- 
tive law, and that the lapse of time, change in manner, custom and 
method of business has developed new and theretofore unknown re- 
quirements in the manner of procedure. In this connection, the 
language ot Sir Matthew Hale expresses as fully and clearly now as 
at the time it was used, the necessity for change of laws by opera- 
tion of time: ‘‘The matter changeth, the custom, the contracts, 
the commerce, disposition, education and tempers of men and so- 
cieties, during a lung tract of time, and so must their laws in some 
measure be —— or they will not be useful for their State and 
coudition; and ides all this, Time is the wisest thing under 


heaven. These very laws which at first seem the wisest constitu- 











——_— 


tion under heaven, have some flaws and defects discovered in them 
by time. As manufacturers, mercantile arts, architecture and build. 
ing and philosopby itself, secure new advantages and discoveries 
by time and experience, so much more do laws which concern the 
manners and customs of men.” 

Although much of this difficulty arises from the lack of system 
adopted in the amendments and chan py he lapse of time, 
yet the most serious objections take their origin from the defects in 
the text of the twenty-two chapters as originally enacted. These 
arose mainly from the ambition of the d man to improve upon 
the plan of the previous work and to add to its efficiency by antici. 
pating and providing for all ible contingencies, thus expanding 
and re-arranging the Code of 1848 and statutes relating to practice 
without in any wise improving upon either. 

It is conceded upon all hands that the Throop Code is a failure 
and has been a source of embarrassment to the bar and labor to the 
bench since the dates upon which it went into effect. 

TOO DIFFUSE AND COMPLICATED, 

One of the most serious objections to the present Code of Civi} 
Procedure is its immense bulk resulting from the attempt, on the 
part of the compiler, to regulate every matter of practice which can 
by any possibility ever arise, and from the diffuse style adopted in 
attempting to accomplish that result. We have, therefore, in the 
twen'y-two chapters as enacted, 3356 sections, going into detail to 
such an extent that it has been a source of endless confusion and 
serious delay in the transaction of lega) business. It is, upon its 
face, a manifest absurdity that the regulation of matters of practice, 
that is to say, the manner of obtaining remedies in courts of law, 
should require the enactment and examination of a statute of such 
bulk and complexity. That this is unnecessary, is evident upon a 
cursory examination of what are conceded to be the best precedure 
acts in existence, that is the best acts regulating procedure which 
have been founded upon the New York system and which are now 
in operation; since it will be borne in mind that the code reported 
by the commissioners appointed under provisions of the Constitution 
of 1846 is the ground work and frame of all practice acts of this 
character, and that while New York has to a considerable extent 
abandoned the original work of this commission and substituted 
that of the commission of,which the late Mr. Throop was the head, 
other States in the Union have followed much mure closely in its 
footsteps. 

Concededly the most convenient methods of practice now fol- 
lowed are those of Conuecticut, Kansas and Massachusetts. Of 
these, Massachusetts is not technically — a code, but is 
termed a ‘‘ practice act,” and while it is more full and explicit in 
some few respects, yet is free from the redundancies and complica- 
tions to be found in our code. This is illustrated by the fact that 
the writ of mandamus is regulated by four sections as against 
thirty-four in the New York Code. Forty-eight sections are devoted 
to jurors and juries as against 154 in the New York Code. The 
Connecticut act relating to practice contains about 500 sections as 
against over 3000 in our own act, and its character is shown by the 
fact that a proceedings are regulated by five sections 
as against forty in the New York Code. Nine sections are devoted 
to partition in the Connecticut Code, while the New York Code re- 
quires sixty-four sections to dispose of the same subject. 

The Code of Procedure in Kansas is embraced in about 1,000 
sections, covering substantially the ground of the New York Code, 
in which — is regulated by fourteen sections, while the same 
subject in the New York Code requires forty-seven sections for its 
treatment. Divorce in the Kansas Code is regulated by thirteen 
sections, in the New York Code by thirty-three. The Kansas Code 
is perhaps the most concise and clearly expressed of the existing 
ocles of practice. In this connection the California Code ought not 
to be passed over as one of the earliest, and following most closely 
the code of ’48. 

The Act of Parliament of 1873 known as the act providing for a 
Supreme Court of Judicature, which reorganizes the courts of Eng- 
land and provides for a new and oc method of practice based 
upon that introduced by the Field Code, contains 100 sections, and 
under it something over 1,000 rules have been framed by the courts 
taking the meet of our code of procedure regulating the entire 
practice in the courts. It has many admirable features, together 
with others not to be commended. 

Impartial critics, notably members of the bar of the State of 
Virginia, where the question of the reformed system of procedure has 
been agitated within the past few years, give decided preference to 
the system of practice of England and the States named, over that 
of the State of New York, basing their view upon the fact that each 
of the systems named is simpler, more easily understood and more 
readily applied in practice than that of New York. ‘This State is, 
therefore, in the position of having been the first to adopt a reform 
procedure and to adapt it to its needs, and afterwards, having de- 
parted from the — methods, left it to other States and the 
mother country to follow the lines laid out by its commissions and 
to perfect a complete system of practice much more expeditious and 
convenient than that now in vogue in New York. The departure is 
illustrated by the fact that the portion of the old code covered by 
the Throop Code, has been expanded to twice the number of sections 
and three times the bulk of the Field Code. 

The illustrations givon indicate that a system of practice can be 
much more concise than the pi esent code and equally complete, and 
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at the same time better adapted to the wants of the profession. 
Further evidence upon that subject is not‘lacking when the fact 
is recalled that the code of procedure reported by the commissioners 
and in ue in this State fir about thirty years, contained only 473 
sections. It is true this code did not cover all that is desirable or 
necessary in an act regulating practice, since it gave but little 
space to the organization of the courts and made uo provision rela- 
tive to special actions,or proceedings, or practice in surrogates’ courts. 
But it is not too much to say that with these additions, a code of 
procedure should be brought within the compass of one-half the 
number of sections and less than one-third the bulk of the present 
volume, That this is practicable is evidenced by the existence of 
two reports made upon the subject by the commission by which the 
first code was reported, one in 1850, containing 1,884 sections, an- 
other reported in 1853 more condensed, and containing 1,740 sec- 
tions, a little more than half the number contained in the present 
code and regulating snbstartially all the matters contained in the 
present code, together with mechanic’s liens and matters relating 
to evidence, not contained in the present act. No action seems ever 
to have been taken upon this report, but it was introduced in the 
Assembly March 2, 1853, as bill No. 55 of that year, entitled ‘“‘ An 
act to establish a Code of Civil Procedure.” The work of the Throop 
Commission seems to have been based to some extent upon this pro- 
posed code but departed widely from it, and wherever euch depart: 
ure was made, it was certainly not for the better. 

‘Lhe increased bulk is owing to two causes—one, the attempt to 
define the rights of parties and the power and duties of the courts 
with great peculiarity, so as to cover every possible exigency 
which may arise in jitigation. This is, of course, impossible and 
violates the fundamental principles on which a code of procedure 
should be based, since it is impossible to foresee all the conditions 
which may arise in practice and provide forthem. In attempting 
so to do, many matters of vital importance must be overlooked and 
left without proper provisions, causing much embarrassment. To 
this cause must be attributed many of the amendments to the code 
to meet individual cases, since in very many instances no remedy is 

rovided where one ought certainly to be allowedand where no dif- 
culty could arise under a broad and liberal system of practice. 

Another cause of the inordinate bulk of the code lies in the com- 

licated and vicious style and phraseology adopted and followed in 

rafting it. There seems to have been a disposition to carefully 
avoid a clear and simple statement of a rule and to put in the most 
involved and complex form known to language. If the rules laid 
down in the act were stated in a concise manner much labor would 
be saved both in their examination and interpretation, since it is an 
apt illustration of the fact that ““Many words darken speech.” 


LACK OF SYSTEMATIC ARRANGEMENT. 


Another and serious objection to the present code lies in the 
noticeable absence of care in the plan of the whole work and lack 
of comprehensive and systematic arrangement of its _ 

No thought seems to have been given as to the order of the 
~~ divisions, subdivisions or sections, and they do not follow 
n anything like logical sequence. 

It is a frequent cause of complaint that the index is insufficient. 
The real trouble, however, lies much deeper in the lack of con- 
nection between the different parts of the code and in the careless 
manner in which the same subject: is treated partially under differ- 
ent topics and in.different parts of the act, under titles to which it 
has apparently little or no relation, so that it is not unusual to finda 
conflict between general and special rules upon a given subject re- 
sulting from lack of care and revision in the first instance. 

ith the first 361 sections, little fault can be found, as laying 
down tbe general provisions relating to courts, their officers and the 
ministerial duties devoiving upon different officials, provided it 
were made a separate and distinct part of the code, indicating that 
it appertained to the organization of the courts. It should, how- 
ever, in this view contain the provisions which are to be found in 
chapter 10, relgtive to the manvuer of selecting jurors and procuring 
their attendance, thus adding to the 361 sections of the first three 
chapters, something over 150 sections upon that subject, giving 
substantially 500 sections relative to the courts and having very 
little connection with or relevancy to the rules of pr&ctice. 

The principal part of the old code and that portion most fre- 
——_ brought into use in practice, is included in chapters four to 

irteen inclusive, with the exception of the ninth chapter, which 
Telutes to evidence, and so much of the tenth chapter, already re- 
ferred to, as relates to selecting jurors and procuring their attend- 
ance, most of which is applicable to New York city and Brooklyn 
and all of which should furm part of the organization of the courts. 
Chapter twenty-one, relating to costs, properly belongs with that 
portion strictly relevant to practice in an action as given in the 
chapters referred to, and supplementary proceedings are so obvi- 
ously proceedings in an action (so much 80 a: the issue of an execu- 
tion), that the subject should be treated in that connection. This 
part of the co’e would include § 362 to 827, § 963 to 1026, § 1163 to 
1495, §2432 to 2471, § 3228 to 3332, an aggregate of 1000 of the sec 
tions as they now stand, covering the range of practice from the 
statute of limitations to supplementary proceedings and from the 
commencement of an action to its final determination in the Court 
of Appeals, being substantially the ground embraced in the code of 
1848. This part should be arranged so that the subjects would fol- 


Chapter ninth, relative to evidence, is out of place in its present 
connection, containing as it does rules with regard tv the admiss- 
ibility of evidence, which can only be proper in a part of the code 
devoted to that subject. Sections 828 to 841 are rules as to the 
propriety of admission of evidence offered upon the trial, while the 
remainder of the chapter, sections 841 to 962, relates to the attend- - 
ance of witnesses, depositions, commissions, and as to the admiss- 
ibility of documentary evidence. The portions respecting the com- 
petency of evidence, whether oral or written, belong to the law of 
evitence and are only proper in case the code undertakes to ak a 
late and control rules of law upon this subject. This undoubtedly 
should be done toa somewhat greater extent than at present, and in 
so doing rules relating to evidence should form a separate and dis- 
tinct portion of the code as a matter of practice, independent to a 
considerable degree of all other questions and forming a part of the 
act, so arranged as to be readily referred to and applied. ; 
Special actions and special proceedings are so termed because 
they are matters outside the usual course of practice and are specific 
provisions applicable only to the precise subject matter referred to 
in each particular case. Hence, they should, after being much con- 
densed and systematized, form a separate part of the code with 
definitions and provisions pertinent to topics treated, clearly de- 
fining their special characteristics and avoiding so much of detail 
and technical provisions as now tend to make many of them dangerous 
to the practitioner, and expensive and burdensome to the client. 


The law of receivers, both of corporations and individuals, re- 
quires a thorough revision and should constitute a chapter of this 
Part since most receiverships relate to actions or proceedings special 
in their nature. 
Foreclosure, mechanics’ liens and the statute regulating general 
assignments, require to be formulated and made a part of a com- 
= system of practice, and in addition general provisions should 
made for the conduct of special proceedings in such a manner 
as that no question can reasonably arise as to the course of practice 
in any proceeding of that character, assimilating the procedure in 
all cases as nearly as ible and making it uniform whenever 
practicable. This part of the code would thus include §§1496 to 2431, 
and §§3357 to 3384 of the present code, being about 1000 sections aside 
from the additional provisions as to receivers, assignments and me- 
chanics’ liens already referred to. 


The procedure in surrogates’ courts and the superior city and 
local courts, is se special and distinct in its character and methods 
that it might well constitute a distinct part of the code, being that 
portion now embodied in § 2472 to §3227, constituting chapters 18, 
19 and 20—some 750 sections—subject to the elimination of such 
material as may be necessary in case of the consolidation of the city 
courts. 

Such a rearrangement as has been suggested would make no 
radical change, but tend greatly to the convenience of the practi- 
tioner, and would consist of an arrangement of the goepenel parts 
with all the sections consecutively numbered, in the following 
order : 

PartI. Courts and their Organization. 

Part Il. Civil Actions. 

Part III. Special Actions and Proceedings. 

Part IV. Practice in Inferior Courts. 

Part V. Evidence. 

The necessary condensation and revision hereafter considered 
would reduce the number of sections and consequent bulk more 
than one-half, by a clear and concise statement of the rules formu- 
lated, and the elimination of unnecessary, superfluous and embar- 
rassing matter, while such an arrangement would be logical and 
convenient. 


NATURE AND EXTENT OF REVISION. 


The experience of the bar in the adoption of the present code 
impresses the wisdom of making haste slowly in any revision of the 
substance of the act, and the avoidance uf radical changes. As to 
that part relative to the courts and manner of their organization no 
change in substance is either n or desirable, so far as such 
change is within the province of the legislature, and the division of 
this portion shonld consist only of necessary rearrangement and 
condensation. So that, as to the first three chapters but little 
change would be advisable, and this is true of chapters four, five, 
and six, treating of limitations, parties and pleadings, since these 
chapters remain substantially as enacted in 1848, except as the lan- 
guage has been changed and various minute regulations en 
on the settled practice. 

Chapter seven relative to provisional remedies demands careful 
and painstaking revision as to the portions relating to arrest and 
bail and attachment. This chapter illustrates the diffuse style and 
vicious method of expression which distinguish the work. They 
are not only carelessly drawn, but are full of technical rules which 
serve only as pitfalls to even the careful practitioner. Nowhere is 
clearness and condensation so imperatively demanded as in these 
numerous and technical provisions, causing unnecessary labor and 
annoyance to both the bar and the bench. The portion as to re- 
ceivers needs thorough examination and careful drafting so as to 
embody ths practice on the subject in such form as to enable the 
practitioner to ascertain the rules relative to this important subject 
which are scattered through the statutes and frequently in conflict. 





low each other in natural sequence and include all the proceedings 
in an ordinary action. 


The present condition of the practice on this point is a reproach to 
the law. 
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Chapter ninth contains, as it stands, either too many or too few 


of the rules of evidence. There is no reason why the code should 
determine when a husband or wife may testify against each other, 
and leave it to another statute to formulate a rule as to proof of 
disputed handwriting. . It should either contain all the rules now in 
statutory form or which it is desirable to reduce to such form, or 
they should be embodied in another statute. 


Chapter tenth, after eliminating the provisions as to jurors and 
— them in their proper order, needs attention only to details, 
ut the matter of interloctory judgments and proceedings for a new 
trial will bear much simplification. The rules-relative to judg- 
ments, executors and redemptions might be much condensed and 
very greatly simplified. There should be no question as to the lien 
of a judgment, while the time for redemption of real estate should 
be much shortened or abolished. 

The chapter relating to appeals needs revisicn by which it shall 
be greatly condensed and a certain simple and effective rule laid 
down by which appeals may be taken from inferior courts to the 
general term, which shall be similar in all cases, easily understood 
and followed, and further regulations by which an appeal from the 
general term to the court of appeals shall be governed, so that the 
pitfalls now existing by reason of the various decisions upon that 
subject may be svelbed. 

The time within which appeals may be taken from and to the 
different courts and the character and form of security to be given 
on appeal should be made uniform, while the jurisdiction of the 
courts to entertain appeals should be more clearly expressed. 

As to special actions and proceedings, two views are urged, one 
that the proceedings should be made uniform with those in an ordi- 
nary action and the necessary details defined by rules of court, all 
proceedings being commenced by service of a summons, or in any 
event, special proceedings to be instituted by petition in all cases, 
with notice of motion where they are not ex-parte in their nature ; 
the other that many useless and cumbersome details in the different 
proceedings should be either omitted or made to conform so far as 
possible to the general practice. A somewhat intimate acquaintance 
with the code on these subjects, leads me to believe that a degree of 
uniformity in the actions and proceedings could be arrived at which 
would avoid much of useless repetition and endless detail. Certain 
fixed and definite rules might be adopted as to the general features 
of the proceedings, leaving the matters of detail to be disposed of 
in each particular case. In many instances the technical rules work 
great hardship and accomplish little or no good. 

If the parties interested are brought into court and apprised of the 
relief sought and there given an opportunity to present the fact and 
the law, the courts 4 uld be left to determine the rights and 
equities of the parties to a much greater extent than is now possible 
by reason of technical provisions which embarrass suitors, annoy 
practitioners and cramp the action of the bench. 

The practice as to partition is notably complicated and cumber- 
some, and in addition the style of expression is unusually involved 
and meaning difficult to be determined. As an illustration of repe- 
tition and confusion note §§ 1496, 1497 and 1531. 

The article relative to replevin, which, perhaps, should be re- 
stored to its place as a provisional remedy, is unnecessarily minute 
and prolix, and the same criticism will apply to ejectment, which 
needs to be revised as to both form and substance, sivce three trials 
as to title to land are no longer to be tolerated. The article as to 
judgment creditors’ actions has always been a stumbling block to 
the courts and they have only been able to conform to the establish- 
ed equity practice by ignoring its restrictive provisions and holding 
fast to the acknowledged equity powers of the court. 

Much of substantive law has been introduced into the code, no- 
tably sections 1902 to 1908, under which a new right of action is 

iven, that for death by negligence; a new cause of action for slan- 

er is created that by a woman for language imputing unchastity, 
and the action for libel is sought to be defined. No lawyer would 
ever think of finding snch provisions of law in a code of procedure. 
They are entirely out of place and should be enacted in a separate 
act, as to wrongs. This is true of very many provisions scattered 
through the code, and which are not properly incorporated in an 
act giving a remedy and not attempting to define a right. 

REVISION SHOULD BE CONSERVATIVE. 

It would be wearisome to enter further into detail as to the 
character of the revision. No change should be made without good 
reason or merely for the sake of change. The plan and scope of the 
code should not be affected or altered. Its provisions should not be 
modified except to eliminate what is technical, embarrassing and 
obsolete, and a wise conservatism should govern in every step taken. 

I am not unaware that the profession deprecate what is aptly 
termed “tinkering with the code,” but the situation resembles that 
of a householder who has employed a careless or incompetent archi- 
tect to repair a building and has had it put in such shape as to be 
a. to the eye, inconvenient to the visitor and so disagree- 
able as to be substantially uninbabitable by the ocvupant. In such 
case temporary repairs and slight alterations aggravate the evil. 
The inconvenient parts must be rebuilt, the uninhabitable portions 
torn down and the building restored to its original symmetry and 
usefulness. The sooner this is done the less annoyance will the 
owner suffer. The longer it is delayed, and the more of patchwork 


is done, the greater the inconvenience, discomfort and actual injury. 





even though he must throw away those that are worn out and anti. 
quated. The farmer who continues to use old fashioned machinery 
or that illy adapted to his puaposes, is behind theage. The mer. 
chant who carries on business after the manner of his forefathers 
falls behind in the race. It is as necessary for the bar to adopt 
methods of procedure which are up to the times is for the mechanic, 
the farmer or the merchant to adopt modern implements. 
In the code of 1877 and 1880, we took many steps backward, 
and instead of New York leading in the adaptation and flexibility 
of the reformed procedure she isefar in the rear of many of her sister 
States. Having first adopted the system, a wise adherence to the 
views of its founder and improvements along such lines as were dic- 
tated by reason and experience, would have given New York the 
most complete and perfect system of remedial justice in the world. 
It is possible by proceeding along the lines of the code of ’48, with 
such additions and amendments as nearly fifty years of experience 
has shown to be advisable and necessary, to so revise our procedure 
as that there shall be no departure from the principles upon which 
it is based, no change as to well settled and convenient rules and 
no interference with the general system of practice, but which will 
result in a clear and concise expression of well defined and simple 
regulations easily understood and readily applied. We shonld not 
hesitate, while acknowledging our failure, to retrace our steps and 
again put ourselves in the forefront of law reform. 
The revision of the code of procedure then, should be as to 
style, form and substance; radical revision of the style, moderate 
change in the arrangement, conservative revision as to the sub- 
stance. The style should be made clear and concise, the language 
apt and well chosen. As to form, it should be so rearranged as to 
render it logical and scientific so that the divisiens follow each 
other in proper consecutive order. As to substance, it should be 
—— to the requirements of the client, the lawyer and the 
udge. 
, *The amendment and improvement of the mode of procedure is a 
matter that calls for organized effort by the bar. It is only through 
such union and organization that the sentiment of the lawyers of 
the State on this subject can be ascertained and enforced. No work 
is more within the sphere of the New York State Bar Association 
than to discoss the necessity for action in this direction and enforce 
it upon the law-making power. The voice of the profession on this 
as on other subjects, will be heeded when once expressed in such 
manner as to bring to the attention of the legislature a practically 
unanimous demand for action in this direction. A thorough con- 
sideration, and deliberate and vigorous action on the subject, is a 
duty the association owes to its members and the bar of the State. 
If it be determined that the present code is satisfactory to the 
majority of the lawyers in active practice, agitation on the subject 
would be at an end. If, on the other hand, the lawyers of the State 
are alive as they seem to be, to its shortcomings and defects, prompt 
and decisive steps should be taken to remedy those rules which 
have become burdensome, inconvenient and tronablesome by reason 
of lack of adaptation to the needs of modern practice. 
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Gentlemen of’ the Ohio State Bar Association : 

Another year has rolled around, and we are met together on the 
fifteenth anniversary since the organization of our association. 

Many familiar forms appear with us again, while some of our 
members sleep in their last resting places. Some who presided over 
your annual meetings, and enlightened you with their instructive 
addresses, are hushed in death. 

Rufus P. Ranney, Durbin Ward and Rufus King sleep their last 
sleep ; but upon the surviving members of our association, to which 
they were devotedly attached, they have left the stamp of their wise 

recepts. While we have asigh for the memory of the dead, we 

ave a joyful greeting for the living, whom a kind providence has 
blessed with health and with vigor of body and mind, and who as- 
semble once mofe at this romantic and historic place to promote the 
worthy objects of our organization. 

The Ohio State Bar Association had its origin in the long felt 
want of legal reform. It has already borne fruits in elevating the 
standard of qualifications for admission to the bar. 

It has prompted a more rigorous examination of applicants un- 
der the immediate supervision of the supreme court, and especially 
did it influence the recent act of our legislature requiring three 
years’ previous study before admission to the bar. 

Another important object was to relieve the supreme court from 
their overcrowded docket, and to secure in our highest court a more 
speedy decision of important causes, involving, as they often do, 
large amounts and great property interests, which, lingering and 
undecided, entail disaster and ruin on litigants. 

A constitutional convention met in the years 1873 and 1874. 
After spending much time and great sums of money, the fruits of 
their labor were deemed to be inadequate to the wants of the peo- 
ple, who were attached to the constitution of 1851, and the oom 
new constitution of Ohio was rejected at the polls. The bar of Ohio, 
appreciating the want of improved and enlarged judicial tribunal 





The method of procedure is to the lawyer what working too 
are to the mechanic. 


He cannot afford to use other than the best, 





first organized this association, and next set to work, zealously an 
at their own expense, to facilitate the prompt administration of jus 
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tice. The circuit court is one of the offsprings of the Ohio State 
Bar Association. The legislature acted on it as it came from our 
hands, and the people ratified it at the polls. 


While it is true the supreme court is still overcrowded with 
business, yet it is also true that the increased business, commercial, 
manufacturing, railroad, navigation, mining and other industries 
have increased the litigation in our courts. The supreme court 
would evidently be in a worse condition than at present but for the 
large volume of business that has been finally terminated in the cir- 
cuit court. 

While the march of legal reform should continue, and doubtless 
will continue, we must not be unmindful that great strides have 
been made in that direction in the last forty-five years. Many of 
these have come under my own observation 


Law is becoming more of an exact science. We have a greater 
number of elementary books and reports of adjudicated cases than 
in times past, and here I will volunteer some advice to the younger 
members of the bar, especially to those who, like myself, practice in 
the country towns, where they do not have access to public law 
libraries: Do not invest your earnings or your capital in reports be- 
yond that of your own State and, perhaps, the reports of the United 

tates supreme court. R&ther make purchase of elementary works 
and text-books of the latest editions. You thera find the views of 
the author and his careful collection of all the reported cases on the 
subject of your study. With a library of that kind, costing a few 
hundred dollars, a lawyer derives more ready and practical advan- 
tage than from a library of reports that will cost thousands. 

Formerly lawyers had to argue elementary principles and apply 
them to the various and complicated phases of business, under new 
and constantly developing branches of trade and commercial rela- 
tions of men. Now we have either the authori‘y of able law writers 
or the adjudications of the higher courts for the ready solution of 
nearly every question that can arise. 

By the aid of the official stenographer all the evidence and the 
rulings of the court can be preserved, and With a bill of exceptions 
or a separate finding by the court, of the facts and conclusions of 
law, causes may be reviewed and errors corrected in the higher 
courts. 

It is a matter within the observation and experience of our pro 
fession that sometimes in trials a radical difference will spring up 
between the attorneys and the court as to the law of the case, in 
which the court has the best of the lawyer for the time being. ‘The 
lawyer, however, having made a long, deep and careful study of his 
case, still maintains an earnest faith in his position, only to see him- 
self stricken down by the trial court. He takes his case on error to 
the supreme court and secures the reversal of the judgment below, 
feels vindicated and takes pride in himself and his chosen prof: ssion 
to which he has conscientiously devoted every energy of his life. 

In the long years of my own practice I have observed with satis- 
faction the facilities that have been gradually afforded for the 
review of cases and the correction of err. rs in the higher courts. 
Some objections have been made to the continuance of the circuit 
court. We are sensitive to such remark, because the circuit court 
is one of the fruits of the Ohio State Bar Association. 

I have attended every meeting of our association since it was 


organized; have watched its progress, observed the origin of the 
circuit court, and watched its decisions with solicitude. Where 





proper and judicious care has been taken by the members of the 
court, it has proved a very useful tribunal, and has saved much de- 
lay by prompt and accurate decisions. When they make mistakes, 
as they sometimes have done, reversals promptly followed in the 
supreme court. The circuit court has, on the whole, been beneficial 
to the judicature of our State, and it is not likely to be abolished. 


JURIES. 


One of the long-needed legal reforms in Ohio has been the im- 
provement of our jury system. It is a fact well known that proper 
care was not always observed in the selection of jurors with respect 
to their mental and moral qualifications. They have been hastily 
and inconsiderately selected by the township trustees at the end of 
election days, as though it were merely a formal matter and of little 
consequence. The result has been that a lawyer of abi ity, when he 
addressed a jury in his best vein, felt that he was shooting over 
their heads, and when he came down to their capacity, he felt that 
he was engaged in an undignified business. ‘‘A plausible insig- 
nificant word in the mouth of an expert demagogue is a dangerous 
and dreadfal weapon,” in which a digvified lawyer takes no delight. 

For years the juries in the federal courts were far the superiors 
of the ave:age juries in our county courts, as every lawyer of ex- 
perience in both tribunals knows. 

I had given this subject much thought and prepared some prac- 
tical suggestions looking toward reform, when, much to my délight, 
and no fonbt to the gratification of our profession generally, an act 
of the legislature passed on the 23d-of April, 1894, provided for the 
appointment of a non-partisan jury commission of four suitable per- 
sons in each county, whose duty it is to select jurors for the ensuing 
year. Much may be expected from the improved jury system in the 
future. It is gratifying also to state that the measure was intro- 
duced in the house of representatives by Hon. Curtis E. McBride, of 
Mansfield, an active and honored member of our association. After 
passing the house, the bill was concurred in by the senate without 
a dissenting vore. All honor to Brother McBride for this encourag- 
ing step in the direction of legal reform. 

Another stride could, in my judgment, be made to relieve the 
Supreme Court, and at the same time afford greater facilities for the 
speedy administration of justice in the lower courts. 


PROBATE COURT. 


I would strongly recommend to the favorable consideration of 
this association, and through it to the legislature of Ohio, the prop- 
riety of converting the probate court frum one of a limite: juris tie- 
tion to a court of general jurisdiction, s‘milar to the English court 
of nisi prius, which was first established under Henry Il, modified 
and improved by magna charta, C. 12, and brought to a high state of 
practical utility, 13 Edw. 1, C. 30. 

Sec. 7. of our constitution, provides for ‘‘probate court whose 
judge shall be elected for a term of three years, with a compensation 
payable out of the county treasury or by fees, or both, as may be 
provided by law.” ie 

Sec. 8 provides that ‘the probate court shall have jurisdiction in 
probate and testamentary matters, the appointment of administrators 
and guardians, the settlement of the accounts of executo:s, adminis- 
trators and guardians, and such jurisdiction in habeas corpus, the is- 
suing of vee licenses, and for the sale of land by executors, ad- 
ministrators and guardians.” 
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If the section stopped at this point, there would be no founda- 
tion for my theme; but it further and lastly provides that the pro- 
bate court shall have “such other jurisdiction * * as may be pro- 
vided by law.” 
The section provides specifically for jurisdiction of eleven sub- 
jects, namely: 
1. Probate and testamentary matters. 
2. Appointment of administrators. 
3. ee va of guardians. 
4, The settlement of executors’ accounts. 
5. The settlement of administrators’ accounts. 
6. The settlement of guardians’ accounts. 
7. Habeas corpus. 
8. Marriage licenses. 
9. Sale of land by executors. 
10. Sale of land by administrators. 
11, Sale of land by guardians. 


Prior to the adoption of the constitution of 1851 all of those 
subjects were within the jurisdiction of the court of common pleas. 
After the experiment of a probate court was tried, much dissa- 
tisfaction arose against it, confined mostly, however, to the legal 
rofession. It was expected to relieve the court of common pleas, 
ut experience tended to prove that the duties of the probate judge 
were merely clerical, and afforded little relief to the court of com- 
mon pleas, whose judges had practically the same amount of work 
.before them as formerly. All the business that was transferred to 
the probate court under the new constitution could have conven- 
iently remained in the common pleas, by simply increasing its cleri- 
cal forces. 

Some movements were inaugurated for the purpose of inducing 
the legislature to abolish the probate court, but the influences to 
retain it were very strong. The probate judges themselves sprung 
to their feet like men of Roderick Dhu. They were influential in 
their own counties, and their constituents readily supported them 
and their courts. The probate court was called the people’s court. 
It became popular for the reason that suitors could often conduct 
their own jbusiness. Administrators, guardians and trustees can 
converse personally with the judge in his court and receive instruc- 
tions from headquarters regarding many of their duties. Such were 
the arguments used to perpetuate the probate court, and while, in 
my judgment, it had better never been created, it is now so firmly 
established that all efforts to abolish it in the fature, as in the past, 
will prove fatile. 

Why not then accept the situation, concede the probate court to 
be an established fact for all time to come, and direct our energies 
to improve and dignify it, especially when the effect will be to con- 
tribute largely to the relief of the higher courts. Why not invest 
the probate court with common law jurisdiction, concurrent with 
that of the court of common pleas f 

As before stated, the probate court under sec. 8 of the constitu- 
tion was specifically invested with exclusive jurisdiction of eleven 
subjects, all being probate or chancery business accumulated to 
such an extent as to overcrowd the common pleas; the legislature 
from time to time, and little by little, in order to meet the emergencies 
as they arose, invested the probate court with additional powers, 
until at present it exercises the ag mony of eight additional sub- 
jects, each one of which is triable by jury, to wit, under 

Sec. 573. A jury of three in election contests of justices of the 


Sec. 2238. Appropriation of property by corporations. 

Sec. 6454. The trial of misdemeanors. 

Sec. 4465. Appellate jurisdiction in the location of county 
ditches. 

Sec. 4537. Appellate jurisdiction in township ditch cases. 

Sec. 4577. Appellate jurisdiction in proceedings before the 
county commissioners for the removal of drifts from rivers and water 


urses. 
oo 4628. Appellate jurisdiction in the establishment of state 
roads. 
Sec. 4700. Appellate jurisdiction in the establishment of town- 
ship roads. 

Thus we see the scope of the probate court’s jurisdiction has 
been almost doubled since it was originally established under the 
constitution of 1851. 

In some cases, such as petitions by executors, administrators 
oe D eemnengaes to sell real estate and marshall liens thereon, the 
jurisdiction of the probate court is concurrent with that of the court 
of common pleas. 

The attorney can have his choice of courts. In the majority of 
cases he chooses the probate court, because it is always in session, 
and he can speedily obtain his decree, end his case and reap the 
compensation for his professional services without the delays inci- 
dent to the court of common pleas, with its periodical sessions. 

Aun administrator, as the law now stands, files a petition in the 
probate court to sell the real estate of the decedent to pay debts and 
to maishall the liens upon the land, if it be encumbered by liens. 
The lien holders are made parties; they file their answers in the 
nature of cross-petitions, and set up their respective liens. 

If there be disputes and contests regarding their amounts and 


etere the issues ate tried and decided by tse probate judge. 
he mortgagee or judgment creditor has his case tried and decided 
on his cross-petition, and it requires the same jadicial qualifications 
to properly consider and decide these questions, as one required on 


the part of the judges in the higher courts. Is there any reason, 
therefore, why the same mortgagee or judgment creditor should not 
have the same privilege accorded to him in the first instance as that 
conferred on the administrator, namely, to bring his suit originally 
in the probate court? The administrator has his choice whether to 
sue in probate court or in common pleas, why should not the mort- 
gagee have the same choice? 


There is no reason why a creditor, holding a note against a liv- 
ing man for a thousand dollars, should not go into probate court 
and in ten days have his judgment on it. If the note be secured by 
= there is no reason why he should not have a decree of 
foreclosure in the same court in twenty days. 


Appeals from the judgments of justices of the peace could be 
speedily disposed of in probate court, without interfering with the 
more important cases in the court of common pleas. 


In the judgment of your speaker, to enlarge the jurisdiction of 
the probate court as suggested, would afford improved faciliiies for 
the administration of the law, and would materially relieve the 
courts above. 


If it be said that the probate judges are not aiways skilled in 
the law, and that there may be danger from incompetent judges, the 
answer is, that no more difficult questions will arise before them 
than some they have to grapple with now. The influence of the bar 
with both political parties wil! inform and guide the people as to 
the qualifications necessary for a judge of the probate court, with 
its enlarged jurisdiction, as they are now impressed with the quali- 
fications befitting a caudidate for the common pleas, circuit or sup- 
reme court. In the selection of all our judges we have to depend 
— the intelligence of the people as we do with all other elective 
offices, and we can encounter no new difficulty in that respect by 
advancing the probate court to a higher position in judicature. 


STRIKES. 


Another topic I approach with diffidence, for the reason that no 
expression has been uttered on the subject by our association. What 
the views of our members here assembled may be, are unknown to 
me, but I cannot refrain from expressing my own feelings and con- 
victions, whether they be acceptable to this association or not; I 
allude to the growing state of anarchy to which our beloved repub- 
lic is rapidly drifting under the unchecked growth of communism, 
which takes the specious form and name of so-called strikes. 


Thousands upon thousands of laborers have had ample wy 
ment with good living wages on the railroads, in the mines an e 
camara establishments of our country. On the other hand 
there are triple the number of honest laborers in misce)laneous pur- 
suits, uncertain in their nature, liable to fluctuate in wages and of 
uncertain duration, such as the common day laborer. 


The latter class may well envy the miner, the railroader and the 
factory hand. They would gladly chan — for the same w 
buat what state of things confront them f They are met and repu 
by strikers who voluntarily go out themselves and refuse to permit 
the other laborers to take their places. 


Here we see the work of seditious demagogues with political 
aspirations and a burning desire for notoriety. With incendiary 
eloquence they seek to embitter labor against capital, when = 
well know that labor and capital are mutyally dependent on eac 
other. They tell the laborers, who are the strongest numerically, 
that they are abused and oppressed by their employers, at times 
when the laborers are well compensated and contented. They incite 
discontent and resentments where none existed before. They arouse 
the dormant passions and cupidity of the laborer. They frame and 
formulate organizations and societies for them, and incite them to 
ruin their benefactors. They dupe their followers with the doctrine 
that capitalists and corporations are powerful and oppressive, but 
fail to tell the other truth that a host of hostile and unreasonable 
laborers are also oppressive and dangerous. The resu't is that they 
have prevented the running of the railroad trains, they have tied 
the hands of property owners, they have closed factories, and — 
have shut up coal mines on which private families, factories, - 
roads, and steamers on our navigable waters, depend for fuel. They 
have impeded the carrying of mails and have inflict: «| untold injury, 
either directly or indirectly, upon every business pursuit. 

For the vacant position of every striker there sre three equally 
honest laborers with families in need of their earnings, who are 
ready and willing to go to work, but the hordes of strikers, under 
the instructions of designing leaders, sullenly and forcibly repulse 
every non-union laborer who ventares to start the train, to open the 
mine, or set the idle machinery to running in the factory, and that 
to the extent of assassination, if necessary to carry the point. 
There can be a tyranny of labor as well as a tyranny of capital. 


Suppose a change of places. Imagine an employer who would 
discharge a laborer and at the same time say to him, “I will neither 
give you employment nor permit you to work for anybody else.” 

The same designing and insiduous leader, who first inaugurated 
a strike, would be ready to turn around and incite the rich against 
the poor, if he could thereby obtain political power and notoriety. 
A demagogne in a republic and a courtier in a monarchy are the 
same. They both frown and flatter the governing power for the 
sake of personal gain and notoriety. ' 





The designing orator and demagogue who incites a happy and 


contented class of well paid laborers, as well as the poor who are 
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out of employment, to mutiny against their employers and benefac- 
tors; who makes inflammatory speeches to convince them that the 
rich have no other design than to crush the poor, and that the poor 
have no higher mission than to ruin the rich, deserves to be classed 
with the bloody anarchist, and should, like him, be stamped out by 
the government for its own protection. 


The organized strikers compose less than one-third the laboring 
men of the United States, and of them a considerable majority are 
foreigners. . 

Our land has been latterly made the receptacle into which for- 
eign nations have dumped their paupers and criminals 

The honest, intelligent, industrious, law-abiding foreigner will 
in the future, as in the past, be welcome to our shores. 

We see the neatness and thrift of the Germans who have «lad 
these lovely islands with their vines, and like Mr. Wehrle have 
beautified them with structure. 


I allude to these "sosger only in words of praise. but aye 
statistics show that class of immigration to be on the wane, and in 
their stead we are flooded with dangerous criminals like the Italian 
bandit born with a stiletto in his hand. 

This republic has been kind to the laboring man, political par- 
ties have vied with each other as to which could best promote his 
interests. Under congressional legislation the Chinese with their 
cheap labor have been excluded in the interest of the American 
laboring man. The construction of the Ynion Pacific Railroad was 
completed by Chinese labor, and the same class can live, work and 
thrive on wages that would starve an American laborer an | his fam- 
ily. Hence they have been excladed purely for the benefit of com- 
pensatory wages for Americans. 

The legislature of Ohio has enacted laws peculiarly beneficial to 
the laboring classes. It protects wages against the homestead and 
other exemptions of the debtor; it gives them priority over a! others 
in case of their employers’ failure; it gives them mechanics’ and 
workman's liens on structures of all kinds; and our courts construe 
all those laws liberally in the interest of the mechanics and laborers 
whose work is in the structures. [ would gofarther. I would have 
our legislature and our courts protect the honest laborer, who seek- 
ing employment, finds a vacant place with an employer ready and 
willing to set him to work, but tinds himself met, halted and threa- 
tened, not by the owner of the property, but by a striker who has 
vacated the position, stopped the business, depreciated the propert 
of his former employer, and now forbids a fellow-citizen to walle 


. when his services are needed and the wages offered are satisfactory. 


It becomes at this point an issue, not between employer and em- 
ploye, but it is the oppression of one class of laborers against 
another class. It is the tyranny of those who abandoned their work 
and deprive other worthy and needy laborers of employment. It 

ts the spectacle of an unreasonable and tyrannical class of 
borers against another and less favored class seeking employment. 


Personally I am not interested in the conflict between the strik- 
ers and their employers. I allude to it without personal feelings for 
either class. In fact I have a friendly feeling for the laboring man ; 
I have been there myself. The first money I ever earned for myself 
was by chopping wood for forty cents acord. I have a sympathy 
with the laboring man, and especially one who is out of employment 
and kept out by another. I have no especial affection for an unrea- 
sonable capitalist. I am not in love with George M. Pullman; I 
have on sundry occasions ‘‘blowed in” two of the silver dollars of 
our fathers for the privilege of a sleep in one of his cars; I have also 
helped enable him to pay his taxes and keep up his style of living, 
by adding the tribute of a quarter dollar towards the wages of his 
colored porter. We have all done the fair thing by George. In fact 
we have been liberal toward him almost to a fault, consequently he 
has no preferred lien on our affections. 


The state of our feelings, however, has little to do with the sub- 
ject under consideration. It is a question of vital principle and 
must be met. The constitution of our own State, as well as the 
federal constitution, is broad enough to support appropriate legisla- 
tion to remedy these evils; to practically afford equal and exact 
protection to the poor against the rich; to protect the property of 
the rich against mob violence, and what appears to be more needed 
at the present time, to afford protection to one class of laborers 
against the tyranny of another class. 


THE MISSION OF LAWYERS. 


Our country now, as 1n all crises of her history in the past, must 
depend on her lawyers for a solution of the difficulties above alluded 
to. To our profession will be assigned the work of formulating leg- 
islation against these evils, and to provide against others of a simi- 
lar nature in the future. 


In all the political history of our country, when emergencies 
have arisen, lawyers were Br eer on to guide legislation, to frame 
treaties, and to draft acts of legislatures, so they might be in con- 
formity to law. De Tocqueville, that accurate and sagacious ob- 
server of our country, as early as 1835, wrote these remarkable 
words: ‘‘I cannot believe that a republic could subsist at the present 
time if the influence of lawyers in public business did not increase 
in proportion to the power of the people.” 

Thirty of the fifty-five members of the convention which framed 
the Federal Constitution were lawyers, and all of those who put it 
in proper legal shape were lawyers. 


— 





Of all the United States senators since 1787 two-thirds have been 
lawyers, and of the entire number of representatives more than one- 
half were lawyers. 


While it is true that men of other vocations have been useful 
and perhaps indispensible as legislators, because of their knowledge 
and experience in the various wants, industries and business inter- 
ests of the country, yet — the lawyers rested, and still rests, the 
responsibility of framing laws to meet and protect those wants and 
business interests, that they may stand when contested in the 
courts. 

Ludicrous results sometimes appear when the work of lawyers 
is left out. In Kansas, at one time, the people sat down on the law- 
yers and elected a granger legislature. The session laws of that 
year subsequently faded away like mists when they vame before the 
courts In one circuit they elected a granger jndge, who was down 
on lawyers. He refused to render decrees for the foreclosure of 
mortgages, giving as a reason that times were too hard, and no fore- 
closure could be had in his court until times improved. In one case 
the supreme court recdered a decree of foreclosure and sent a man- 
date to the granger’s court, but the same judge refused to obey the 
mandate, refused to carry the judgment into execution, and was, I 
believe, attached for contempt, by the supreme court. In Iowa they 
tad a similar experience as to the transitory character of granger 
pea wae A joke was once scored against the legislature of Ohio, 
when by the act of March 11, 1875, they made it unlawful to spear 
fish through the ice between the lst of May and the Ist of Septem- 
ber. A similar joke came near passing in our last legislature, when 
an act went through one house, which empowered a justice of the 
peace to appoint receivers for railroad companies who failed to pay 
the squire’s judgments. 

My friends, the longer I have practiced law, the more do I learn 
to admire the profession to which [ have the honor to belong. 


A lawyer devoted to his profession has little other thought than 
to study his cases in the interest of his clients. Ee seldom stops to 
reflect upon his calling or view it from an outside standpoint. A 
bar association, with its periddical meetings, has a tendency to re- 
lax his labors for the time being and to afford him an opportunity to 
exchange views with his fellow members of the legal profession, 
when they are met together socially and not in the heat of litigation 
at the bar. 

Upon the lawyers rests the responsibility of management and 
directing the highest and most important business interests, the 
rights of persons, the rights of property, including in many instances 
the domestic relations. 

When I speak of lawyers, I have no reference to that small class 
who have crept into our profession, who grovel in the dregs of dis- 
honorable practice—the shysters—a set of turkey buz: 8, whose 
touch is pollution, and whose breath 1s pestilence. To such a class 
drifts dishonest litigation. If a man has a crooked case, he natural- 
ly hunts a crooked lawyer to manage it. 


I desire on the contrary to bring my tribute to the higher class 
of our profession. I mean the honorable, conscientious lawyer, who 
has many important —— conferred upon him, and who in turn 
has many important duties to perform. He acts with fidelity to his 
client and with courtesy to the court, gives all the — and aid he 
can to honorably advance the interests of his client. He discourages 
useless and discreditable litigation. He investigates his client’s 
cause, and promptly tells him, if it be true that he cannot defend, 
or recover, as the case may be, and advises a settlement or com- 
promise. 


While such a lawyer may forego a fee for the time eer: he will 
build up a reputation for honesty that will ultimately flood him with 
business of a meritorious character, in which he himself will have 
confidence. 


On such a lawyer will the business man rely when complications 
arise and his property is in jeopardy. To him will the testator, in 
contemplation of death, send, to write his last will and testament. 
On him will the widow and orphan depend, when designing men 
seek to deprive them of their patrimony, and the lawyer who would 
prove false to such a trust, and himself become the robber, deserves 
to be expelled from the bar in his life-time, and after his death, go 
where the worm dieth not and the fire is not quenched—ayd that 
too, without any obituary notice by our Committee o Legal 
Biography. 

Everything a lawyer acquires in the practice of his profession 
he deserves, because he has earned it. Every step he makes is in 
the face of tenacious opposition. His progress is contested inch by 
inch. His life is one of mental conflict. The other learned profes- 
sions, in the acquisitions of which the student burns his midnight 
oil, in school or college, are not so. The pastor’s sermon is an 
ex parte production. e physician prescribes to his patient in sec- 
ret and without opposition. If he makes a mistake, the world is 
none the wiser; but when the lawyer takes a false position, or makes 
a mistake, it is in the glare of the light. He is detected and exposed 
in public, and suffers humiliation and perhaps defeat. Therefore, I 
repeat that the lawyer who succeeds in the face of incessant and un- 
yielding opposition deserves all he has gained. 

In conclusion, my friends, I propose to you this sentiment: 
There is no more exalted human character than the man of our pro- 
fession who has rounded up a life of industry as an honest and suc- 
cessful lawyer. 
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ALABAMA STATE BAR ASSOCIATION. 
PRESIDENT’S ADDRESS. 
By J. R. DoWDELL. 
Gentlemen of the Alabama State Bar Association : 


It is with pleasure that I greet you in this our seventeenth an- 
nual reunion, and while we enjoy for the time the social features of 
our coming together, I trust and believe that in carrying forward 
the great and laudable purposes of our organization, our meetings 
will not only be marked with the pleasures of social reunions, but 
will be characterized as the fountain head of many blessings to our 
beloved State. 

Yet along with the happiness of our greeting to-day comes the 
shadow of sorrow and sadness. Since our last convention death has 
invaded our ranks and claimed his victims from both the active and 
honorary membership of our order. As we look around us to-day 
we miss from our number one of the “Old Guard,” whose punctual- 
ity in attendance upon all of our sessions, and promptness in the 
discharge of every duty, and whose lively interest in the success of 
the association, demonstrated his devotion to the canse—the 
courtly, the gallant, the chivalrous Semple, by the wisdom of 
whose counsel we have so much profited, and have been so often 
sags in the past; and whose example to us will continue to bear 

it in the future. A ripe scholar and a profound lawyer, who 
justly merited the high reputation at the bar of our State, which he 
ad so tong enjoyed. Where may we be able to find another who 
can fill the gap that death has made in the ranks of the “Old 
Guard ?” 

We mourn, too, the loss of another—the genial and affable 
John W. Shepherd. Modest and retiring in his nature, yet strong 
and devoted in his friendships and attachments, analytical in mind 
and scholarly in attainments, he was peculiarly titted for the high 
and honorable position beso ably filled. As areporter of our Supreme 
Court Decisions he bas made a record that will forever be a monu- 
ment to his memory. He entered upon the arduous and important 
duties of this office as far back as 1852, and with the exception of a 
few yeats of the intervening time, filled the same down to the date 
of his death. His first report was the 19th Alabama and the last 
the 96th. In all he reported fifty volumes of the Alabama Reports, 
besides having prepared and published one of the finest Digests of 
Supreme Court Decisions that was ever given to the profession. 

As the lamented chief justice laid down his life, after he had 
just celebrated the fiftieth anniversary of his elevation to the bench, 
80, too, in the same year soon thereafter, this great man, just after 
he had handed to the profession the fiftieth volume of his labors, 
went to join the great jurist beyond the river whose decisions he 
had so long reported. His memorial is written by his own hand in 
the judicial history of our State. He hath builded a monument 
more durable than brass and more lasting than the pyramids of old. 
Truly he could have exclaimed, ‘‘ Ex egi monumentum perennis ere.” 

I pause with reverential respect ere I utter the name of still 
another whose mortal remains now sleep in death, but whose great 
and immortal spirit finds embodiment and lives in the jurisprudence 
past, present, and future of our country. And today though 
unseen to physical eye, in the great spiritual world and under its 
laws is present with us, and in full accord and deep sympathy with 








the grand purposes of our organization—our honored, beloved and 
lameoted Chief Justice George W. Stone. Though only an honorary 
member of our association he was always with us, taking an active 
part in all of our discussions, aiding us with his vast experience and 
guiding us with his profound knowledge and wisdom. In years an 
octogenarian, yet his great heart beat in unison with the young 
manhood of his country that thronged about him, and his grand in- 
tellect, unimpaired by age, with wonderful vigor, responded to 
every demand of the high office he adorned. I esteem it a great 
privilege to have known him, and with fond memory cherish the 
recollection of his versonal friendshiv and kindness to me. 


With mingled emotions of admiration, reverence and love we 
stand in the presence of such a life as his and gather inspiration 
from the study of his character. 

Fifty years, half of a century, upon the bench, during which 
time having decided nearly 2,500 cases, many of which, so aptly ex- 
pressed by another have become ‘‘~tandards of the Law,” and will 
forever be to the student beacon lights in the study of jurisprudence. 

Wonderful labor, wonderful energy, wonderful mind! As we 
contemplate his life, its impressive grandeur fills us wiih admira- 
tion kindred to that which is inspired as we stand at the mountain 
foot and look up to the towering peak that lifts its proud head 
above the storm clouds. Such is the grandeur of his character and 
such the emotion it inspires. He loved the truth and hated false- 
hood. He upbeld the right and abhorred the wrong. These ele- 
ments of his character stand out pre-eminent in his whole life upon 
the bench. They were inborn, and nurtured by him, and are im- 
pressed upon the jurisprudence of our State. In his search for 
truth, whether amid the labyrinths of distor:ed fact or the intricate 
mazes of ingenious argument, he was guided by the logic of his 
pure mind, and always worshipped at the shrine of Justice. But 
above all his other virtues, the crowning cap-stone of his glorious 
manhood, was his piety and Christian fidelity. And an overruling 
Providence who knoweth the desires of the heart oye per- 
mitted him to die as he wished, and so often expressed, ‘“‘in harness.” 
Time and occasion forbid me to further attempt to recount the 
virtnes of this grand man, and I therefore leave that labor of love 
to abler and worthier hands, for nothing that I can say can add to 
his fame, and all that I have said is but a slight tribute of respect 
from one who honored and loved him in life and mourns him in 
death. Dead, no he is not dead, he still lives and will live forever. 

I leave these sad though not unpleasant reflections, to address 
myself to the duty enjoined upon me by the fundamental law of our 
order, which is to report to you the noteworthy changes that have 
been made in the statute laws of the States, and in the Acts of Con- 
gress since our last meeting. 

It bas become the established custom in our order, for the 
president in delivering his address to apologize in advance for its 
dryness on account of the severely practical and uninteresting topic 
of his discourse. Being a believer in precedents, and especially 
by great and illustrious men, and having nothing of the iconoclast 
in my nature, I too must follow in the beaten path and crave, not 
only your indulgence, but your heartfelt sympathy in my behalf. I 
am happy to inform you, however, that since our last meeting only 
a few States, have had legislative sessions whose acts have been 
published. The too frequent changes in the law have led the people 
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in their wisdom, in most of the States, to provide for biennial ses- 
sions of their legislatures. 

In my anxiety to fully discharge this duty, I went back into 
the Session Acts of 1892 93 of some of the States, thinking, perhaps, 
they had been published too late in the latter year for examination 
by my immediate predecessor, but to my delight then, and no doubt 
to your delight now, in receiving the information, I soon ascer- 
tained in a numberof instances that I was threshing over old straw, 
and wih pleasure abandoned that part of the field of my labor. 

If I occasionally digres: from the subject of this address, which 
is prescribed in article 12 of our constitution, I beg you to remem- 
ber that such action is not expressly prohibited, and that I have 
quite a number of respectable precedents in the addresses of others 
who have gone before to warrant me in such a departure. In arti- 
cle 1 of our constitution we have our declaration of purpo-es of 
organization—‘‘To advance the science of jurisprudence, promote 
the administration of justice throughout this State, uphold the 
honor of the profession of law, and establish cordial intercourse 
among the members of the bar.” 


It is indeed a gratifying reflection that there is nothing selfish 
in our objects and rims, and that we do not seek as individuals or 
as a class, through the aid of legislation, or otherwise, any exclus- 
ive rights or benefits, but broad and catholic in our purposes, we 
seek the betterment of our fellow-man, without regard to class, 
creed or condition in life. The advatcement of the science of juris- 
prudence, and the promotion of the administration of justice, com- 
prehensive in scope, contemplating the triamph of right over wrong, 
the protection of the weak against the oppressions of the strong, is 
a responsibility as the undertaking islaudable. The student of law 
and of the science of government as a patriotic citizen must needs 
devote a portion of his time to the attainment of these ends, and for 
the full accomplishment of the same no better opportunity or more 
available way can be afforded, for at least inaugurating needed re- 
forms, than through our present organization, and we owe it to our- 
selves as a profession to strengthen and builditup. And nothing 
will conduce more to this end than punctuality on the part of our 
membership. ; 

If cordial intercourse and a love of the social gathering be not 
enough‘to induce attendance, then a high sense of duty ought. 
While our roll of membership exceeds 200 the actual attendance 
upon our sessions is small, and while some no doubt are kept away 
by pressing duties, still we fear that there are others who do not 
duly appreciate the obligation of their membership. To these I 
would commend a careful reading of the constitution and by-laws, 
and a serious consideration of the duties and responsibilities of the 
lawyer citizen to the State. But it is not my purpose to deliver a 
homily, and I trast that what I have said will be attributed by you 
to a commendable zeal for the success of our association. In study- 
ing the recent legislative enactments and amendatory statutes of the 
different States comprised in the list from every section of the 
Union, I have been deeply impressed in several respects. In the 
first place, with the similarity of statutory provisions on the same 
subjects, though sometimes varying in phraseology and minor de- 
tails yet in general purport suggestive of unity of thought and of a 
common origiu—the same high moral conception running through 
the whole, the same spirit of hamanity toward man and beast, the 

same fostering care for the weak and the helpless, the same pro- 
found interest in the subject of education and the same evident de- 
sire for higher order of civilization, demonstrating in fact as well as 
in name a sisterhood of States. In the next place, with a vast 
amount of special and local legislation in all of the States, and 
especially is this noticeable in the recent acts of the States of New 
York and Michigan. 

The citizen sometimes complains of too much local legislation 
and it is questionable at least whether wisely, for it is through this 
character of laws that many industries inaugurated, and the mate- 
rial wealth of the State very largely developed. ‘lhe onward and 
progressive movement in the evolution of thought, in the expansion 
of mind, and the growth of wealth, under the wise legislation of the 
times is a matter of both gratification and wonder; and anyone 
entertaining pessimistic views of the fature of ‘“‘our country,” 
would find it decidedly profitable to make investigations along this 
line. I will now call your attention to some of the recent enact- 
ments of those States which had legislative sessions during the pre- 
ceding year, and whose acts have been published. 

NORTH CAROLINA. r 

An act providing for the bringing of suits to determine conflict- 

ing claims to real property, was passed by the legislature of this 
State January 31, 1893, the purpose and speration of which is to 
quiet titles. Also, on February 2, 1893, an act to prevent the care- 
less exposure of children to fire, making it a misdemeanor for par- 
ents to leave children under a certain age alone in a house where 
there is a fire. Also, on March 6, 1893, an act to prevent the wrong- 
ful occupancy of a dwelling house, making it a misdemeanor not to 
vacate after ten days’ notice to do so is given by the owner. Also, 
on March 4, 1893, an act was passed to establish a true meridan in 
the several counties of the State for the correct retracing of surveys. 
Every lawyer with experience in the trial of ejectment cases grow- 
ing out of disputed lines where the evidence of the government sur- 





COLORADO. ; 
In this State there was a called session of the legislature. By 
an act of March 5, 1894, the attachment law was so amended that 
other creditors than the plaintiff in attachment by making and 
filing affidavit and undertaking as the plaintiff and filiag complaint 
are made co-plaintiffs, and on final judgment several judgments are 
entered up. When the property is attached while defendant is re- 
moving from the county, or while the same is secreted or is put out 
of his hands for the purpose of defrauding creditors, the court may 
allow the creditor through whose diligence the property is secured 
a priority over other creditors. And if the attachments levied are 
sufficient to render the defendant insolvent, an affidavit of this fact 
being made, then upon application, creditors whose claims are not 
yet dne may come in and pro rate. Also by an act of March 5, 1894, 
the office of public trustee was created, in which it is provided that 
all deeds of trust to secure any kind of indebtedness must name as 
trustee the public trustee, and if any other person is named, shall 
be-deemed and taken to be a mortgage, and foreclosed only as mort- 
gages are foreclosed in and through the courts. Also an act en- 
titled ‘An act to provide for establishing at public expense perma- 
nent registration lists,” was approved March 2, 1894. The questions 
to be answered and sworn to by the applicant for registration are 
more minute, and quite as numerous as the census taker’s, but there 
is a proviso to it which reads as follows: ‘Provided that in answer 
to the question as to age it shall be sufficient for any female voter 
to answer that she is twenty-one years old.” It would seem from 
this that feminine sensitiveness on the subject of age in the State of 
Colorado is not a mere weakness, but a high privilege that demands 
and obtains political and legal recognition since she is a sovereign 
voter. And I doubt not if the registration lists be taken as evi- 
dence that this State could boast of more women just even twenty- 
one years of age than any other State in the Union. 

GEORGIA. 

On December 20, 1893, the legislature of Georgia passed a law 
authorizing and providing for the issuing of circulating notes by 
her State banks, but in view of the recent action of the lower house 
of Congress on the bill before that body for the repeal of the 10 per 
cent. tax on State bank issue, there is no berefit to the people of 
Georgia under this act at least for the present. On the same date 
there was an act passed making it a misdemeanor to post up a 
written threat to burn the house of another. Also on December 19, 
1893, an act entitled “‘An act to provide for the establishment of re- 
formatory prisons for persons under sixteen years of age convicted 
of misdemeanor.” Quite a number of the States in the Union al- 
ready have these reformatory prisons for the young criminals, and 
humanity demands that all should have them. 


KENTUCKY. 


An act was passed in the State of Kentucky on February 27, 
1894, for the protection of game’ and small birds, with very liberal 
provisions for its enforcement. Also an act providing fur the ap- 
pointment of official interpreters in counties of over 75,000 popula- 
tion in circuit courts trying criminal cases. The appointment to 
be made by the judge of the court, and the appointee to s 
both English and German and to be able to interpret one of these 
languages into the other. Also on February 24, 1894, an act was 
passed for the protection and care of vagrant, destitute and mal- 
treated children under sixteen years of age. Also by this State on 
January 27, 1894, an act to prevent the printing and distribution of 
obscene literature, and the sale or exhibition of obscene pictures, 
Comparatively, there were a small number of laws of a genera 
character passed by the legislatare of this State at its last session. 
Some amendments of statutes, but the local legislation as in some 
other States is quite voluminous. 
MAINE. 

In the State of Maine, March 1, 1893, an act entiled an act for 
the protection of horses was passed. It provided for the punishment 
of any person, whether the owner of the horse or not, docking, or as 
it is sometimes called, nicking, the horse’s tail. This legislation, 
of course, proceeded from a spirit of humanity toward the dumb 
beast. But on the 28th day of the same month the same body passed 
a law to prohibit the exhibiting of bears except in menageries. It 
was directed at the Bohemian tramp and his pet, and provided a 
very summary and effectual way for the enforcement of the statute, 
which is to fine and imprison the man and kill the bear. This is 
rather hard on the bear, the less guilty of the two, to have to suffer 
the severest penalty of the law. A spirit of humanity and economy 
should have suggested a confiscation and sale of the bear to pay the 
costs of the prosecution. In this State also the election and regis- 
tration laws were amended at this session, and these laws as amend- 
ed prescribes an educational qualification for voters, also contains a 
clause disqualifying paupers. 

MICHIGAN. 

In the State of Michigan by an act approved May 27. 1893, the 
right of suffrage was conferred on women, in school, village and city 
elections. An educational qualification is prescribed by this law. 
Also on May 26, 1893, an act providing for a county system of public 
roads, and prescribing the powers and duties of the officers having 
the charge thereof. One of the principal features of this act is the 
power given to the counties to levy a tax for road purposes. 


veys have been destroyed, and learned county surveyors differ as to | on May 31, 1893, an act was approved establishing a pardoning 





the true variations of the compass to be allowed, will at once recog- | board. This board hears and considers all petitions for pardons 
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simply advisory in its character. Also on May 31, 1893, an act to 
provide a penalty for cruelty to children. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


There bas been a called or special session of the legislature in 
the State of Mississippi since our last meeting, but very few laws of 
a general character were enarted. There was one, however, passed 
Febraary 10, 1894, which I deem worthy of mention here. An act 
to admit surety companies to be received as sureties on official and 
other bonds, and to authorize the incorporation of domestic surety 
companiea. 

OREGON. 


In the State of Oregon an act was passed and approved Feb- 
ruary 20. 1893, providing for the further advancement and develop- 
ment and efficiency of the State Reform School, where are confined 
criminals under sixteen years of age. Also at the same session an 
act was passed establishing a soldiers’ home for the benetit and com- 
fort of disabled and destitute veterans of the Union army of the late 
civil war between the States. Also on the 2lst day of February, 
1893, the following law was enacted: ‘‘An act regulating the 
amount to be paid on a policy of fire insurance.” It provices that 
the amount of insurance written in the policy on building shall be 
taken and deemed the true value of the property at the time of the 
loss, and the amount of loss sustained, and shall be the measure of 
damage unless the insurance was procured by fraud, or loss was 
caused by the criminal act of the assured, the insurance company 
having, however, the option of rebuilding. In case of partial loss, 
not more damage can be recovered than what is actually sustained. 

* NEW YORK. 


In the State of New York on March 22, 1893, a law was passed 
constituting a married woman joint guardian with her husbaud of 
her children, with equal powers, rights and duties in regard to them 
with her husband. Upon the death of either father or mother the 
surviving parent may by deed. or last will, duly executed dispose of 
the custody and tuition of a child during minority, or for less time to 
any person. Also in the same State by act of May 8, 1893, a mar- 
ried woman was authorized to execute power of attorney to release 
her inchoate right of dower. 

I have not uadertaken to mention all the acts of general import 
in these different States for time would forbid that, and it is not 
within the contemplation of my duties, besides your patience would 
not endure it. In most of these States the question of common 
schools, sanitary measures and public roads have largely engaged 
the attention and consideration of the different legislatures, but 
most of the enactments on these subjects were of a local character. 
In some of these States laws have been passed at these recent ses- 
sions providing for the turning over to medical colleges dead bodies 
of persons remaining un: laimed by any one after a certain length of 
time. The object of these laws is apparent and I think not unwise. 

CONGRESS. 

Our national legislature has been in session, counting the extra 
session which convened in August last, for nearly twelve months 
excepting about a month between the adjournment of the extra and 
the meeting of the regular term Considering the length of the ses- 
sion, it might be said to be characterized more for what it has not 
done than for what it has done. But we are to'd that large bodies 
move slowly, and especially is this trae where much friction is en- 
countered. Yet if it had done nothing else in all this time but repeal 
the Federal election law there would be great cause for congratula- 
tion to the country. As these relics of the days of reconstruction, 
the outgrowth of sectional and partisan distrust, are taken from the 
statute books of the nation, the love of country increases and the 
bonds of union grow stronger and stronger. This law was not only 
offensive to all advocates of local self government, but believed to 
be unconstitutional, and an invasion of the rights of the States. In 
this connoction I trust it will not be considered out of place to call 
attention to a matter whieh to my mind is of grave and serious im- 
port. We have be:n admonished by able and eminent lawyers ot 
the invasion of the rights of the States by the Federal judiciary in 
the unwarranted assumption of powers and jurisdiction in certain 
cases. These apprehensions are by no means groundless, and it. be- 
comes the duty of the legal profession ever and anon to sound the 
alarm bell. The sovereignity of the State may sometimes be offend- 
ed by a rightful exercise of power by a Federal court exercising 
jurisdiction under the supreme law of the land. It should not be 
the case so long as the dual character of our government existe, and 
the autonomy of the States is to be preserved, it being within the 
power of Congress by proper and wise legislation to prevent it. 

Any interference by the Federal government either directly or 
indirectly with the right and authority of the State under its own 
laws, and through its own machinery of government, and within its 
own territory, in the collection of its revenues and taxes, is a denial 
of her sovereignity, dangerous in principle and destructive of state- 
hood. And yet, such has been the case recently in Alabama. I re- 
fer to the case of the Central Railroad Company of Georgia, owning 
and operating lines of railroad in this State subject to taxation 
under ts laws, failing and refasing for more than a year to pay the 
taxaxes which had been duly and legally levied and assessed, and 
after the same had become due, and the State utterly powerless to 
coerce the payment because of the property being in the hands and 
under the control of a receiver appointed by the Federal court. 
And the sovereign State of Alabama within her own borders must 








needs go and knock at the door of a Federal court, and humbly 
petition that this receiver be directed to render unto her, what she 
claimed as a sovereign, but was powerless to take. A rather humil- 
iating picture indeed to contemplate. Is tbis right? And should 
it be so when Congress might by appropriate legisla'ion relieve the 
embarrassing situation. Conflicts have arisen in the past, and may 
arise in the future between the two sovereignties in the rightful 
exercise of authority by each, and in all of which cases we recognize 
the doctrine that in the maintenance of the supremacy ot the law of 
the general government there is a preservation of the Union and 
ultimate benefits to the State. 

I am persuaded, however, that there is needed legislation along 
this line which will be conducive to harmony under our dual system 
of government. In this day of great corporations, combines and 
trusts, owning and controlling vast amounts of peoreety, farnishing 
large proportions of revenue, it is not impossible for a State to be 
greatly embarrassed, but even 1 ecoly tages by reason of its inability 
to coerce through its own machinery the payment of its taxes. 

I believe nearly all the railroads of this Sta’e are under the 
management and control of three or four — systems. Let these 
be placed in the hands of receivers, and like conditions arise as in 
the case that I have stated, and at once you can appreciate the pos- 
sible serious embarrassment to the State. 

But I forbear to discuss the subject farther lest I weary your 
patience. We are all quite familiar with the action of Congress in 
the extra cession, hence I need only mention the fact of the repeal 
of the act known as the Sherman Act of July, 1890, or rather, of the 
purchasing clause of said act. The Wilson tariff bill, upon which 
so much of the vital forces, mental and physical, of both Houses of 
Congr:ss have been expended has at last passed the Senate and is 
now before the conference committee of the two House, and we 
hope, when it becomes a law, under its operations prosperity will 
return to to the land, and that the people may rejoice and be ex- 
ceeding glad. 





WHY PLEADINGS SHOULD BE VERIFIED BY AFFIDAVIT. 
BY J. W. TOMLINSON. 


A law should be passed in Alabama requiring pleadings, with a 
few exceptions, to be verified by affidavit, because— 

(1) It would facilitate the transaction of the business of the 
courts, and be a great saving to the state financially. 

(2) It would save time and expense to litigants. 

(3) It would tend to decrease perjury. 


(4) It would cause the people to have more respect for judicial 
administration. 
I 


On the first proposition, that sworn pleadings would facilitate 
the transaction of the business of the courts and save the public 
much uselessly expended money, I need only to call attention to the 
vast amount of the time of the courts, under the present system of 
pleadings, needlessly occupied in the trial of unmeritorious cases, 
cases which, if the law required the parties, in limine, to state the 
facts under the sanction of oath, would be disposed of before ever 
— set for trial on the merits. . 

Inder the present loose system parties are permitted, in their 
pleadings, to state fiction ad libitum. Factsare not required. What 
is the result ? Much of the valuable time of the courts is consumed 
in settling fictitious pleadings and in disposing of ‘‘delay cases.” 

To illustrate: A-complaint is filed containing avy number of 
counts ; defendant then demurs to each count of the complaint, or 
demurs to some and files any number of pleas to the others, or it 
may be, he files any number of pleas to each count. His purpose 
may be, and often is, merely for delay. 

The clerk of the court must set cases down for trial. He can 
not tell from the papers themselves, and it would be impracticable 
to ascertain from the parties, whether the cases in which demurrers 
or pleas or both have bom filed are really litigated or not; conse- 
quently, he sets them for trial all as litigated cases. 

I have before me printed copies of the dockets of the circuit and 
city courts of Jefferson county for the spring term of 1894. In one, 
six cases are set for each day of the term; in the other ten cases are 
set for each day of the term for trial. 

Witnesses are subpeenaed to appear on the day the case is set 
for trial. On that day the parties, their attorneys and the witnesses 
in the six or in the ten cases, as the case may be, are present in 
court; also the judge and the juries, the docket is called ; the first 
case is continued ; in the next case one of the parties is not ready, 
and the case is passed while a showing is being prepared. In the 
next case “plaintiff is ready”; defendant’s attorney suggests that 
‘there is a demurrer to be heard” ; the court hears arguments on the 
demurrer ; demurrer sustained ; plaintiff asks leave to amend; leave 

anted; plaintiff amends by inserting necessary allegations, whether 
ounded on fact or not; defendant refiles demurrer; demurrer again 
argued ; demurrer overruled ; defendant pleads a number ot pleas to 
each of the different counts of the complaint; plaintiff asks time to 
demur to these pleas ; court grants time; plaintiff demurs to each of 
the pleas; demurrer to pleas argued; demurrer sustained ; defend- 
ant amends by additional allegations, whether founded on fact or 
not; plaintiff files replications ; defendant demurs; and so on and 


on. 
Thus the time of the court is occupied in settling fictitious 
pleadings,—it may be one day, two days, or more. Then probably 
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several days more are occupied with the evidence. Finally, the trial 
ends by the general charge being given. 

In the meantime the other litigants, their attorneys and wit- 
nesses, not only in the cases set for that day, but in cases set for 
yeep Seg days, have been forced to be in attendance on the court 
from day to day. 

You can readily imagine the confusion in which this state of 
things involves the court. The result usually is that at least half 
the cases set for trial are continued, to be re-set. Among these 
cases at least half are ‘‘delay cases” ; but the clerk cannot tell them 
from the others, and they all have to be re-set along with each other, 
to go through the same process at the next setting. 


On the other hand, it not unfrequently happens that, in setting 
cases for a given day, the clerk, not being able to know which are 
not, sets only cases for that day where defenses have been interposed 
merely for delay. Whatis the result? Judgment nil dicit is ren- 
dered in each case. The docket for the day is disposed of in half an 
hour, and court, having nothing else to do, adjourns for the day. 
The expenses for the day, however, do not adjourn. 

This is no overdrawn picture. Just such a state of affairs is de- 
scribed by the Committee on Judicial Administration in its report 
to this association at its annual meeting. (See pages 98 and 99 of 

roceedings of 1893.) That committee pointed out the evils of our 
oose system of pleadiug, and, as a remedy, recommended sworn 
leadings. This association adopted the report. Ifthe recommen- 
Setions of that report could be enacted into law, who can estimate 
the vast saving to the State? We could have fewer courts, and 
those could be run with less expense. Think of what is paid to 
juries for time wasted in waiting until pleadings are settled ! 


Why not require the parties, in the beginning, to state the 
facts? Why consume the time of the courts in the trial of “delay 
cases,” and in hearing demurrers to “fictitious pleadings?” Why 
not run our courts on business —, and try cases on real and 
not fictitious issues ? Why not save this useless expense ? 


II. 


It would be a great saving of time and expense to litigants if 
the law required pleadings to be verified by affidavit. What has 
been said as to the saving of money to the State applies with equal 
force to litigants. 

It has been the boast that the common law system of pleading 
developes the issue—the real question in dispute—and such is its 
purp se; but, under our practice, it fails of that purpose. The 
plaintiff being allowed to put any number of counts in the complaint, 
and the defendant permitted to plead any number of pleas to each 
count of the complaint, not being required to state the real true 
cause of action or defense, instead of one issue—one question of dis- 
pute—there may be any number. 

If, however, the law required the parties, in pleading, to state, 
under oath, the real truth, under the common law system of pleading 
the true question in dispute would certainly be developed. 

In those cases known as “delay cases,” on account of pleas 
falsely denying all the allegations of the complaint, and which the 
defendant could not deny (if required to plead under oath), the 
plaintiff is compelled to prove, by deposition or witnesses, all the 
material allegations of his complaint. Recently a case was set for 
trial in one of our courts near the heel of Monday’s docket. The 
plaintiff, his attorney and witnesses attended court from Monday 
until Saturday, when the case was finally continued under a general 
order continuing cases not reached; yet, really, there was no bona 
Jide defence to the suit. 

But even in bona fide litigated cases it would bea saving. Cases, 
as a rule, are not litigated on more than one or two questions. If 
these questions were developed by sworn pleadings it would obviate 
the necessity of making proof of matters not really denied. It can 
be readily seen what a saving of expense this would bring about. 

Ill. 


A law that pleadings should be verified by affidavit would tend 
to decrease false swearing. The law already permits parties to tes- 
tify in their own cases. As a rule, they avail themselves of the per- 
mission. Under a system of sworn pleadings as we have shown, the 
issue would be narrowed down. Fewer facts would have to be es- 


If there is less swearing it necessarily follows that there will be less 
latitude for false swearing. 
Sach a law certainly would not increase perjury. Could ury 
be increased by requiring parties, in the outset, to swear to the facts 
of their case, about which they afterwards testify at the trial? 
Would not a party in the beginning of a litigation be more likely to 
tell the truth before he has become heated by the contest than after 
he has become heated by the contest and incurred probably more ex- 
pense than contemplated at the beginning of the litigation, making 
the loss of the case more disastrous than he expected, or had his in- 
terest aroused and partisanship excited by the friction of the trial ? 
If disposed at ail to swear falsely, would he not confine himself 
to the matters really in dispute? Would he not, in the beginning, 
admit mere formal facts,—questions not really litigated? Is it not 
common experience that parties sometimes swear falsely about mere 
formal matters at the trial, when the case hinges on mere formal 
proof that would not have been disputed in the beginning? They 
often swear to what they think necessary, whereas the subject of 
false swearing may be entirely immaterial or useless. 
IV. 

Sworn pleadings would cause the people to have more respect 
for judicial administration. We have shown that it would, by 
facilitating the business of the courts, save useless expenditure by 
the State and by the individual, and that it would lessen perjury. 
It necessarily follows that it would cause the people to have more 
respect for judicial administration. 
But unfrequeutly you hear questions asked similar to these: 
Why are not the courts run on business principles? Why am I com- 
— to attend court for weeks to get a judgment in a ‘‘delay case ?” 

Vy are parties, attorneys, witnesses and juries kept waiting until 
the sufficiency of a plea, not founded in fact, is tested by demurrer ? 
Why should the public and the individual to put to this useless ex- 
pense ? Why 1s it possible for a party, by pleas filed, untrue in point 
of fact, to delay a case until his property is shuffled out of reach f 
Why is the real matter in dispute covered up in the multiplicity of 
fictitious pleadings, so that the ends of justice are often thwarted ? 

The supreme court of Alabama, at the last term, in the case of 
Bradley v. Birmingham National Bank, comments on the multiplicity 
of pleadings in that case as having a tendency to cover up the real 
questions involved. Why not reform the law as to pleading so as to 
remedy this evil poin out by the supreme court, and which is 
cause for constant complaint among the people f 

Concluding, I suggest, as a remedy, a law requiring— 

(1) That every demurrer should be accompanied by the affidavit 
of the party, that it is not interposed for delay, and by a certificate 
of the attorney, that he believes it well taken. 

(2) That every pleading, with a few exceptions—such, for in- 
stance, as are embodied in the Jaws of the State of New York on the 
subj: ct—should be —— by an affidavit, on information and 
belief, that the matters alleged therein are true. 

The following States and territories have laws requiring plead- 
ings to be veld by affidavit: New York, Code Civil Procedure, 
sections 523 and 529; Illinois, Practice Code, sections 37 and 38; 
New Jersey ; Maryland; Kentucky, Code, section 116; Ohio; Min- 
nesota, G. 8. 1878, page 66, sections 103 and 104 ; California, Code of 
Civil Procedare, sections 446 to 449; Rhode Island, section 14, page 
195 of Code; Kansas, Code, section 4191; Wisconsin, Code, section 
2665; Virginia; West Virginia, Code, sections 38 to 42, 125; 
lowa; North Carolina, Code of Civil Procedure, section 116; South 
Carolina; Colorado; Arkansas; Nebraska, Code of Civil Procedure, 
section 113 of Title 7; Washington; North Dakota; South Dakota; 
Montana; Wyoming; Utah, Code, section 315; Idaho, Oregon ; and 
the District of Columbia, Rule of Practice 73. 

In the following the requirements are that if any pleading is 
verified all subsequent pleadings must also be verified: New York, 
California, West Virginia, Wisconsin, Miunesota, Iowa, North Caro- 
a — Carolina, Colorado, North Dakota, South Dakota, Idaho 
and Utah. 


The judiciary and the bar of the State very generally favor 
sworn pleadings. The Committee on Judicial Administration of this 
association has recommended it. The p of this paper is to 
again call attention to the subject, so that some action may be taken 





ablished at the trial, consequently there would be less swearing. 


towards ne a law passed at the next session of our legislature 
requiring p 


in Alabama to be verified by affidavit. 








490 


THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 








BAR ASSOCIATIONS. 


Officers are requested to send us brief but accura’e 
accounts of the meetings of their respective bodies. 
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-John Hinkley, 215 N. Charles St., Balti- 


more, Md. 
Treasurer—Francis Rawle, 328 Chestnut St., Philadel- 
phia, Pa. 
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President—E. C. Day, Livingston. 
‘Secretary—A. H. Nelson, Helena. 
Treasurer - T. E. Crutcher. Helena. 

NEW MEXICO. 
President—J. G. Fitch, Socorro. 
‘Secretary—E. L. Bartlett. 
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President—Charles rg’ omg 
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President—C. M. he ag ye Ss 
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President—Chas. M. Blackford, Lynchburgh. 
Secretary and Treasurer—Jackson Guy, Kichmond. 
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President—T. P. Jacobs, New Martinsville. 
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CONNECTICUT. 


The annual meeting of the New Haven 
County Bar Assvciation was held recently. 
The only business before the association was 
the election of president, vice-president and 
se.retary. On motion the former officers 
were re-elected. They are as follows: John 
W. Alling, president ; Henry Stoddard, vice- 
president ; award A. Anktell, secretary. 

ILLINOIS. 


The Lawyers’ Club, of Chicago, held a 
meeting on October 3, at which a number of 
resolutions of interest were passed. The 
thanks of the club were tendered to John J. 
Knickerbocker for the presentation to the 
club of a life-size portrait of his late brother, 
Judge Joshua C. Knickerbockrr of the Cook 
County probate court. The resolutions passed 
embodied the presentation to the legisla- 
ture of petitions for the improvement of va- 
rious statutes by means of bills prepared by 
the club. The most important resolution 
passed was one — to the signing of 
bills of exception by judges others than the 
trial judge. For over twenty years in the 
State there has been no law or practice which 
justifies one judge in signing a bill of excep- 
tions in a case tried by another judge or ap- 
proving an appeal bond. By reason of sud- 
den deaths among the judges numerous in- 
stances have arisen in which irreparable in- 
jury has been done to litigants through lack 
of legislation in this regard. The resolution 
passed by the club sets up that there exists 
the necessity of a law to enable judges to 
sign bil s of exception 1n case of inability to 
act as the trial judge. A resolution was also 
passed suggesting that it is necessary that an 
appropriation be made by the State to enable 
the justices of the supreme court to employ 
stenographers. Another resolution was passed 
suggesting that an act be passed to select 
commissioners to expend not less than $9,000 
in purchasing a hervic bronzs statue of the 
late Sidney Breeze, with a granite pedestal, 
to be placed when completed in the National 
Statuary Hall at Washington, D. C. 

KANSAS. 

The executive council of the State Bar As- 
sociation held a meeting at Kansas City, 
Kas., on October 6. The committee is com- 
posed of Judge H. L. Alden, of Kansas City ; 
J. W. Green, dean of the law department of 
the State University, Lawrence; Samuel 
Kimball, of Manhattan, and T. F. Bond, of 
Salina. The object of the meeting was to 
set a da'e for the next annual convention of 
the association and also to select a list of at- 
torneys to deliver addresses. The date was 
set for January 16 and 17, and the following 

entlemen will deliver addresses: Justice 

. J. Brewer, Hon. George R. Peck, Juage 
A. W. Benson, Hon. D. W. Valentine, Hon. 
W. C. Perry and Hon. R. A. Lovett. 

The following resolutions were adopted : 

WHEREAS, The law department of the State 
University of Kansas is closely allied to the 
legal profession in this State and should re- 
ceive the fair interest and solicitude of those 
having the standing of the bar at heart ; and 

WHEREAS, The executive committee feel it 
fitting that our association give significance 
to such interest in the only law school of the 
State by interesting ourselves in its work and 
needs, and to draw our attention more di- 
rectly to it, in connection with the business 
and pleasures of our next annual session ; 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this com- 
mittee in arranging the programme for the 
session that, in addition to the usual ad- 
dresses from distinguished members of the 
profession, there shall also be heard an ad- 
dress written and delivered by one of the 
senior class students of the State University ; 
such student to be selected in such manner 
as the dean of the law school shall determine. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

A law library association for Plymouth 
county has been formed with the following 
officers: Warren A. Reed of Brockton, treas- 
urer; Charles 8. Davis of Plymouth, clerk ; 
E. E. Hobart of Plymouth, librarian. 
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NEW JERSEY. 


The Junior Bar Association of Essex Coun- 
ty was organized at Newark, on Oct. 11, by 
a large number of the younger members of 
the bar who practice in the Essex County 
courts, and who had gathered together at 
the call of a self-appointed committee to dis- 
cuss the advisability of such an association. 
Alexander Grant was toasimuster, and in re- 
sponse to his call, speeches advocating the 
desirability of the organization were made 
by Frank me ge dmund Joy, George 
Tuttle, Edward Kenny, John R. Woodruff, 
Macolm MacLear, Frank Sommers and 
others. It was finally deciled that a com- 
mittee of one be formed, and Malcolm Mac- 
Lear was elected as the committee, with 
power to call in two or three associates to 
draw up a constitution and by-laws and sub- 
mit them at the next meeting of the associa- 
tion to be held some time in November. This 
committee will also see that all ihe younger 
members of the bar are approached and asked 
to join the association. 


NEW YORK. 


The efficient secretary of the New York 
State Bar Association has issued the follow- 
ing stimulating circular to the members of 
the association : 


NEW YORK STATE BAR ASSOCIATION. 
SECRETARY 8 SEMI-ANNUAL REPORT- 
CAPITOL. 

L. B. Proctor, >ECRETARY. 

ALBANY, N. Y., October 10. 1894. 
To the Members of the New York State Bar Association: 

GENTLEMEN: I have the hono. to report to you the 
status of the above Association on the first day of 
October, 1644, financially, its general prosperity, and its 
present and future success. 

First According to a statement of the Hon. Albert 
Heesberg, Treasurer of the Association, its financial 
condition is in every sense good. 

Second. Its general prosperity is exceedingly gratify- 


ing. 

Third. Its increase in membership is quite beyond 
expectation. A very large number bas been added to 
the roll since our last a. nual meeting, and there aré 
now twenty-five applicants for election as members be 
fore the Execntive Committee, These geutlemen stand 
high in the profession and occupy prominent positions 
as citizens. 

Were it not for the careful circumspection which is 
used in the admission of members the number of names 
on our roll would be very much larger. 

Fourth. The interest in the Association is rapidly 
on the increase. This is exhibited by correspondence 
applicatious for membership, personal intercourse with 
members of the protession and the Association, and the 
high esteem in which our reports are held. They are 
in yreat demand in all parts of the country. 

The advantage of membership in the Association is 
exhibited in many ways. Often by letters of inquiry 
like the following: 


2 HILADELPHIA, Pa., September 14, 1894. 
Secretary New York State Bar Association : 

DeEaR Sir; Please inform me whether Mr. —- 
isa member of the New York State Bar Association. 
I desire the information as an endorsement of his 
standing as a lawyer and man of honor, proper to be 
intrusted with very important legal business. 

Yours very iruly, 


Fifth. Legislative reform, law reform, uniform ex- 
mination for admission to the bar, proceedings to disbar 
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anworthy members of the profession, are among the 

roceedings that have occupied the attention of tre As- 
sociation. and that are still occupying ite attention. 
Am ng the sabjects of vital importance to the profes- 
sion, Which are now ocoupying the attention of the 
Committee on Law Reform, is the question, ‘ Should 
the Code of Civil Procedure be Revised, Condensed and 
Simplified!" This will be submitted by the Associa- 
tion at its next annual meeting, and an ably prepared 
paper on the subject by the Chairman of the Committee 
on Law Reform will soon be received by all mewbers 
of the Aesocviation. 

Following our example,the Bar Associations of many 
other States are preprring to adopt our late legislative 
enactment in regard to the examination of law 
students. 

Finally, itis with great pleasure that the Secretary 
is enabled to congratulate you on the fact that the New 
York State Bar Association is the banner organization 
of the kind in the United States. ; 

Yours very respectfally, 
L. B Procror, Secretary. 

The lawyers of Tonawanda mrt last month, 
with the view of organizing a local bar as- 
sociation. Those present were: Dow Vro- 
man, village attorney for Tonawanda; Henry 
E. Warner, attorney for North Tonawanda; 
W. B. Harrington, A. F. Premus, J. P. Lind- 
say, P. M. Sullivan, Elias Root, C. 8. Orton, 
Norman D. Fish, Ward J. Spafford, W. B. 
Simeon and the Hon. Garwood L. Judd. 
Though there has been what was called a 
bar association in the Tonawandas, it has 
never before been considered a permanent or- 
ganization. The meeting mentioned was pre- 
sided over by the Hon. G. L. Judd, who was 
also elected president of the permanent or- 
ganization. Elias Root was elected vice- 
iy oeet Ward J. Spafford, secretary ; A. 

. Premus, treasurer. After the parliamen- 
tary business was over speeches were made 
and a banquet partaken of. 


OHIO. 


The regular annual meeting of the Cincin- 
nati Bar Association last month was presided 
over by President Thornton M. Hinkle, and 
Jesse Lowman acted as secretary. Sixty-one 
members were present. The treasurer’s re- 
port was read and approved. The report 
showed receipts of $1,938.65 and disburse- 
ments at $1,216.28; balance $722.37. 

Charles R. Holterhoff, Henry Van Matre, 
Fred Hertenstein, Frank Dinsmore, William 
Paster and Ferdinand Jelke were proposed 
for membership and all were eleoted. 

R. B. Pullan, Jr., William M. Ramsey, 
George B. Hollister acd Francis Lampe, hav- 
ing tendered resignations of their member- 
ship in the association, the same, were ac- 
cepted. 

The committee appointed to secure legisla- 
tion for the general term of the superior court 
made its report, which, upon motion, was re- 
ceived and filed. 

The election of officers for the ensuing year 
resulted in the re-election of Thornton M. 
Hinkle as president; Channing Richards, 
Thomas B. Paxten, Judge Miller Outcalt, 
Charies B. Wilby and Judge William Wor- 
«thington were elected vice presidents ; Jesse 
Lowman, recording secretary; Nat H. Davis, 
corresponding secretary, and W. G. Hosea, 
treasurer. 

After the business meeting an elegant sup- 
per was served. 

OREGON. 


The Marion County Bar Association was 
organized in Salem recently and is intended 
to embrace all the lawyers of the county, the 
greater number of whom have signed the con- 
stitution. Judge B. F. Bonham is president ; 
A. O. Condit, secretary; 8. T. Richardson, 


treasurer. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
The Law Association of Philadelphia now 
possesses, in common with portraits of emi- 
nent jurists of the country and city, an ex- 
cellent oil painting of the late Furman Shep- 
ard, which was presented to the society last 
month. After Mr. Shepard died last Novem- 
ber, a number of his former students and a 
few personal friends contributed to a fund for 
jm me of procuring @ — of the 
dead lawyer. The work was putin the hands 


of Artist H N.Hyneman. The finished paint- 


cepted. Before opening a stated meeting of 
the association at the law library, the picture 
was formally presented to the association by 
ex-Judge F. Carroll Brewster, who paid a 
high tribute to Mr, Shepard’s ability, learn- 
ing and eloquence, and said he considered 
him the gra: dest exemplar of the profession 
with whom he had been associated. Joseph 
B. Townsend accepted the portrait on behalf 
of the society. It will be hung in the su- 
reme court offices in the city hall until the 
aw association establishes permanent quar- 
ters there in the new building. 

TENNESSEE. 
James H. Malone, of Memphis, president of 
the State Bar Association, has appointed the 
regular standing committees for the present 
year. These committees are as follows: 
Special committee to agitate calling of a 
constitutional convention.—W. B. Swaney, 
chairman, Chattanooga; J. W. Caldwell, 
Knoxville; J. J. Tarner, Gallatin; M. T. 
Bryan, Nashville; George Gilham, Memphis. 
udicial administration and remedial pro- 
cedure. — John H. Henderson, chairman, 
Franklin; J. B. Whitehead, Chattanooga; 
C. N, Burch, Nashville; J. W. E. Moore, 
Brownsoille ; John W. Yoe, Knoxville. 
Legal education and admission to the bar. 
—Joseph G. Branch, chairman, Nashville; 
John P. Edmonson, Memphis ; George D. Lan- 
caster, Chattanooga; Thomas E. Harwood, 
Trenton; Percy D. Maddin, Nashville. 
Jurisprudence and law reform.—Tomlinson 
Fort, chairman, Chattanooga; A. 8. Colyer, 
Nashville; G. T. Fitzhugh, Memphis; Will- 
iam House, Franklin; R. M. Barton, Jr., Chat- 
tanooga. 
Grievances—Calvin F. Vance, chairman, 
Memphis; C. J. Sawyer, Clinton; Charles 
D. Porter, Nashville ; Thos. R. Myers, Shelby- 
ville; William Sanford, Covington. 
Publication.—M. B, Trezevant, chairman, 
Memphis; Eugene Lehman, Memphis; J. A. 
Webb, Memphis; John M. Grant, Nashville ; 
J. W. Bonner, Nashville. 

VERMONT. 

The sixteenth annual meeting of the Ver- 
mont State Bar Association was held at 
Montpelier, October 9 acd 10. There was an 
unusually Jarge attendance of members, in- 
cluding all the judges of the supreme court 
and the leading lawyers of the State. The 
literary exercises took pleae in the Wash- 
itgton County Court House. The an- 
nual address was delivered by Honor- 
able Charles M. Wilds, president of the 
association, who took for his text: ‘The 
Common Law System of Pleadings.” Presi- 
dent Wilds favored the abvlition of all forma 
of pleadings and the adoption of code prac- 
tice which provides for one form of action 
for all causes, either in equity or at law. 
The address was followed by biographical 
sketches of the late John G. Wing by W. E. 
Smilie ef Montpelier, and of the late C. B. 
Eddy by L. M. Read of Bellows Falls. The 
annual banquet took place at the Pavilion, 
150 covers being laid. President Wilds pre- 
sided at the after dinner exercises. Seated 
at the head table were Chief Judge Ross, 
Judge Taft, Judge Rowell, Judge Tyler, 
Judge Munson, Judge Thompson and Judge 
Start of the supreme court; Gov. U. A. 
Woodbury, Lieut. Gov. Mansur, Speaker 
Stickney of the House, Congressman W. 
W. Grout, ex-Gov. E. J. Ormsbee, ex-Gov. 
W. P. Dillingham, Chas. A. Prouty of New- 
port, Daniel Kobert of Burling on, and other 
prominent members of the Vermont Bar. 
The toasts and respondents were as follows: 
‘“‘The State,” His Excelleney Gov. U. A. 
Woodbury; ‘‘The Supreme Court,” Hon. 
Charles A. Prouty, reporter of the decisions 
of the supreme court; “The Vermont Bar,” 
W. B. C. Stickney of Bethel; ‘‘ Lawyers and 
the Law,” Hon. W. L. Burnap of Burling- 
ton; ‘‘ Our Clients,” Representative George 
E. Lawrence of Rutland; ‘‘ Revisers of the 
Law,” Hon. P. K. Gleed Morrisville. There 
were several informal speeches also made by 
prominent members of the bar. As we ex- 
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ings in a later issue, no particular mention 
need be made at this time. The association 
concluded its meeting by the election of offi- 
cers and the appointment of committees as 
follows: William B. C. Stickney of Bethel, 
resident; W. P. Stafford of St. Johnsbury, 
. K. Darling of Chelsea, and George E. 
Lawrence of Rutland, vice-presidents; Geo. 
W. Wing of Montpelier, secretary ; Hiram 
Carleton of Montpelier, treasurer ; W. B. C. 
Stickney, ex-officio, John W. Gordon, of 
Barre, George B. Hitt of Brattleboro, J. W. 
Russell of Burlington, and Harry Blodgett of 
Sc. Johnsbury, managers. 

The following committees were appointed: 
On Admission—J. M. Slade, of Addison county; J. 
G. Marun, of Bennington county; Alex Dunnett, of 
Caledonia county ; Z. M. Mansur, of Essex county; E. 
B. Flynn, of Franklin county ; Jed. P. Ladd, of Grand 
Isle county; George M. Powers, of Lamoille county ; 
George L. Stowe, ef Orange county; F. E. Alfred, of 
Orleans county; A. G. Stone, of Rutlard county; E. 
W. Bisbee, of Washington county ; Hosea Mann, of 
Windham county, and é PR Tarbell, of Windsor coun- 


ty. 

On Professional Conduct —Chailes A. Prouty, of 
Newport; A. A. Hall, of St. Albans, and C. M. Barber, 
of Arlington. 

On Jurisprudence and Law Reform—C. M. Wilds, of 
Middlebury ; J. C. Baker, of Rutland, and L. M. Read, 


of Bellows Falls 
On Legal History and Biogrophy—F. W. Baldwin, of 
xbury, and H. A. Har- 


Barton; C. M. Stanton, of 


LAWYERS. 


Where they are— What they aredoing — What is said 
of them—Professional news items. 


NEW ENGLAND STATES. 


Bridgeport, Conn.—Beecher & Canfield is 
the title of the latest legal combination here. 

Middletown, Conn.—Ex-Congressman W. 
F. Wilcox, of Chester, and S. Harris Warner 
have formed a partnership here. 

Middletown, Conn.—Washington F. Will- 
cox, of Deep River, Conn., and Harris War- 
ner, of this city, well-known attorneys here, 
have formed a copartnership, with offices in 
this city. 

Middletown, Conn.—Eugene M. Culver 
and Frank D. Haines, two prominent lawyers 
of this city, have formed a co-partnership 
and will occupy a suit of four rooms corner 
ot Main and Center streets. The firm name 
will be Culver & Haines, and co-partner- 
ship dates from November 1. 

New Haven, Conn.—Harold R. Durant has 
become permanently associated with J. P. 
Goodhart. 

South Manchester, Conn.—Herbert O. 
Bowers has opened an office here. 

Bangor, Me.—John R. Mason, formerly of 
Laughton, Clergue & Mason, has opened an 
office in the Wheelwright & Clark building. 

Chicopee, Mass.—G. M. Stearns, the well- 
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ractice on account of health and will settle 
own in Brookline. 


Fall River, Mass.—A partnership has been 
formed by Andrew J. Jennings and James M. 
Morton in the practice of law, the firm to oc- 
cupy the quarters in Granite block, formerly 
occupied by Morton & a The name 
of the new firm is Jennings & Morton. 

Fitchburg, Mass.—H. H. Robinson, coun- 
sel for the Merchants’ Mutual Commercial 
Agency, of Boston, has opened an office 

ere. 


Natick, Mass.— Wm. R. Bigelow has 
opened an office in the Walcott building. 
Worcester, Mass.—A. Franklin Brown, of 
Westboro has started a branch office here. 


Worcester, Mass.—Charles J. Emerson, a 
recent graduate, has opened an office at 452 
Main street. 

Burlington, Vt.—G. W. Deberville has 
been admitted to the bar, and will soon 
open an office here. 


Montpelier, Vt.—In the supreme court on 
October 9, H. A. Harman, chairman of the 
board of examiners, read his report, stating 
‘that written examinations on the subject of 
“Equity,” ‘‘ Real Estate,” “Landlord and 
Tenant,” ‘‘Pleadings” ‘Contracts and Torts,” 
had been held, and oral ones on ‘‘Corpora- 
tions,” “Partnerships,” ‘‘Evidence,” ‘Crimi- 
nal Law Practice,” and ‘Commercial Law.” 
The committee recommended that the follow- 
ing named gentlemen be admitted to prac- 
tice in the courts of Vermont: E. J. Dod- 
well, of Lyndonville; George W. Deberville, 
of Burlington; F. W. Fancher. of St. Albans; 
George C. Stevens. of St. Albans; H. A. 
Farnham, of St. Johnsbury; James E. Far- 
rell, of Newport; F. G. Fleetwood, of Morris- 
ville; H. B. Howe, of Lyndonville; Jed P. 
Ladd, Jr., of East Alburgh; H W. Mott, of 
St. Albans; C. P. Niles, of Bennington; C. B. 
Pelton, of Highgate Centre; Arthur B. Row- 
ley of Richford; L. J. Thompson, of Morris- 
ville; A. G. Whitam, of South Royalton; M. 
M. Wilson, of Bethel; G. F. Waters, of Mor- 
risville; and R. B. Buckham, of Burlington. 
This is the largest class ever admitted to 
practice in the supreme court. The examin- 
ations were conducted by Lawyers H. A. 
Harman, of Rutland; W. H. Bliss, of Middle- 
bury; W. P. Stafford, of St. Johnsbury; A. 
A. Hall, of St. Albans; John H. Watson, of 
Bradford; and T. J. Boynton, of Montpelier. 
The highest average in the class was 94, and 
the average upon all subjects was 82.5. 

St. Albans, Vt.—Wilson & Hall and Fuller 
C. Smith have moved into their new offices 
in the Rand block. 


———_—<9-—____—— 
MIDDLE STATES. 


Wilmington, Del.—Leonard E. Wales, Jr. 
has been admitted to the firm of Hoffecker 
& Hoffecker. 

Buffalo, N. Y.—The law firm of Tabor, 
Sheehan, Cunneen & Coatsworth has dis- 
solved by mutual consent, Lieut.-Gov. Shee- 
han asking,to be allowed to retire. Mr. 
Sheehan will resume the practice of law, 
taking up his residence and practice in New 
York City. 

Croton Landing, N. Y.—W. C. Palmer, of 
Sing Sing, will practice here. 

Dunkirk, N. Y —Sayles & Sayles, a well- 
known firm of Flint, Mich., have removed to 
this town and opened offices here. 


Hamburg, N. Y.—Frank P. Church has 
opened an office in the Bunting block. 


New York City.—The well-known firm of 
Carter, Hughes & Kellogg has undergone a 
slight reorganization, consequent upon the 
withdrawal of Frederic R. ~e. as else- 
where noted, and the name of Edward F. 
Dwight is added to the firm name, making 
it read Carter, Hughes & Dwight. Mr. 
Clarke, who for some time past has been 
one of the law clerks of the firm, is now 


—Judge Edward T. Bartlett, of the Court 
of Appeals, was recently married to Miss 
Annie Richmond Platt. The bridegroom 
was a member of the law firm of Bartlett, 
Wilson & Hayden previous to his election 
last November to the Court of Appeals. He 
was born in Onondaga county, N. Y., in 
1841. His great- dfather Josiah Bart- 
lett, was the first Governor of Massachusetts 
and one of the signers of the Declaration of 
Independence. Justice and Mrs. Bartlett 
will issue cards for receptions in November 
at the Gerard, in West Forty-fourth street. 
The wedding being a quiet one, only a few 
friends of the bride and bridegroom were 
present. 


—Bryan L. Winters and Miss Annie M. 
Hunt were married recently. Mrs. Hunt is 
the widow of the late Isaac O. Hunt, who 
left her a great deal of property. Her wealth 
is said to amount to ,000. Mr. Winters 


is a lawyer having an office at No. 206 Broad- 
way. He is a member of the Bar Associa- 
tion. The marriage was a very quiet one 


and considerable.of a surprise. 


—Charles N. Morgan, Ambrose Murray, 
Charles Gibson Bennett and George P. In- 
—— have formed a partnership under the 

rm name of Morgan, Murray, Bennett & 
——— with offices in the Farmers’ Loan 
and Trust Co. building. Mr. Ingersoll re- 
tains his connection with the firm of Tyler, 
Ingersoll & Morgan, of New Haven, Conn. 


—Leonard S. Wheeler, a promising young 
lawyer of 59 Liberty street, has mysterious] 
dissappeared, and his friends are very muc 
worried about him. A short time ago he 
drew $150 from his bank account, bought a 
soft hat, a hand bag, sent a telegram to his 
wife, and has not been heard from since. In 
his telegram, Mr. Wheeler told his wife that 
he was ill, was going away fora rest, and 
that she need not worry about him, for he 
would return soon. 


—The firm of Ogden & Beekman, 111 
Broadway, is dissolved by the death of 
Thomas Ludlow Ogden, which occurred at 
Spring Lake, N. J. last month. 

—The firm of Dill, Chandler & Seymonr, 
of No. 27 Pine street, has dissolved by mu 
tual consent, and two new firms have been 
organized in its place. The new firms will 
continue to practice law at the same address, 
using the offices in common. Jas. B. Dill 
and Frederick Seymour have associated 
themselves with Frederic R. Kellogg, until 
now of the firm of Carter, Hughes & Kel- 
logs and will practice as Dill, Seymour & 
Kellogg. Louis A. Chandler has formed a 
partnership with Henry C. Johnson, form- 
erly professor of law at Cornell and Lehigh 
Universities. The firm will be known as 
Chandler & Johnson. 

—The old and well-known firm of Martin 
& Smith is dissolved by the death of its 
senior member, Isaac P. Martin, who, for 57 
years, has been in active practice in this 
city. Nolaw firm here has had a higher 
rank than that which has been enjoyed by 
this firm. A quarter of a century ago it was 
unquestionably the first law firm in the city. 
Penn Yan, N. Y.—Charles W. Kimball 
succeeds Judge Sunderlin as the purtner of 
Hon. William L. Briggs, under the title of 
Briggs & Kimball. 

Plattsburg, N. Y.—Hon. Charles H. Moore 
was last month admitted to practice in the 
United States courts. 

Potsdam, N. Y.—L. O. Wadleigh, admitted 
last month, has begun practice here. 
Rochester, N. Y.—The firm of Sullivan, 
Morris & Jerome has dissolved. Mr. Morris 
will practice alone. 

Tonawanda, N. Y.—J.P. Lindsay has been 
admitted to the bar, and will practice in the 
office of H. E. Warner. 

Troy, N. Y.—James C. Cooley and John 
M. Landon have entered into partnership. 
Utica, N. Y.—The following young men 
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Ardner, Syracuse ; Lincoln Bacus, Rome; 
Frank A. Bell, Spencer; Charles D. Bost- 
wick, Ithaca; Leon A. Carley, Syracuse; 
George A. Chamberlain, Stamford; nklin 
Christman, Herkimer; Dorr R. Cobb, Syra- 
cuse; Fordyce A Cobb, Ithaca; Peter A, 
Crumm, Syracuse; Fred. B. oe Cort- 
land; Curtis L. Hildreth, Dolgeville; John 
J. McGuire, Ithaca; Thomas H. Noonan, 
Watertown; A. Lee Olmstead, Syracuse; 
Peter J. Quinn, Watertown; William F, 
Rafferty, Syracuse; Fred. L. Reynolds, Utica; 
George B. Russell, Canastota; J. W. Sher- 
wood, Ithaca; Chester P. Smith, Cortland; 
E. A. Turner, Syracuse; J. B. Williams, 
Utica; F. G. Whitney, Pulaski; C. G. Smith, 
Cortland. 


Clearfield, Pa.—Frank Fielding has taken 
Fred. G. Betts into partnership. 


Perkasie, Pa.—N. C. C. & J. D. James, of 
Doylestown, have started a branch here. 


Philadelphia, Pa.—R. Jones Monaghan, 
of West Chester, will shortly enter into 
artnership with ex-Sheriff Krumbhear, 

dward P, Allison and Boies Penrose. Their 
offices will be located in the Betz building. 


Pittsburg, Pa.—The following is a list of 
the latest additions to the Allegheny county 
bar: Harry H. Rowland, Alfred Cohen, Thos, 
L. Kane, W. H. Dodds, Oliver R. Johnston, 
J. M. Prescott, Howard O. Turner, John A. 
Coleman, V. A. Powell, Marion H. Murphy, 
Dan. J. Buckley, G. H. Rankin, Alfred J. 
Niles, W. P. Blair, Huston Q. Walker. 
Reading, Pa.—J. | red. Hartigen was mar- 
ried to Miss Edith Hyer on the 3d inst. 
Renovo, Pa.—James H. Ferguson has 
moved to his new quarters. 

Scranton, Pa.—Fred. W. Fleitz has moved 
into his new quarters in the Price building. 
Williamsport, Pa.—T. M. B. Hicks and 
W. H. Spencer have associated themselves 
under the firm name of Hicks & Spencer. 


——__-- + - 


SOUTHERN STATES. 
Opelika, Ala.—Thomas L. Fraser, formerly 
robate judge of Lee county, was run over 
v a train on the 5th ult. The accident will 
necessitate the amputation of both legs. 
Bartow, Fla.—J. W. Brady and H. K. 
Oliphant have dissolved partnership. 
Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady and John Y. 
Garlington, who formed a partnership re- 
cently, have opened offices at 9} Peachtree 
street. 
Atlanta, Ga.—Hon. H. E. W. Palmer and 
Charles A. Read have united their interests 
and will practice under the name of Palmer 
> 5 Read, forming an exceptionally strong 


Louisville, Ky.—Hon. A. J. Carroll and 
Frank Hagan, Jr., have entered into partner- 
ship. 

Louisville, Ky.—The firm of Hargis & 
Turner has been dissolved. Each member 
will practice separately. 

Louisville, Ky.—Miss J. I. O’Connor has 
been admitted to practice, having passed 
@ creditable examination. 


Louisville, Ky.—The dissolution of the 
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announced. Hon. Zach. Phelps will form a 
rtnership with W. O. Harris, which will 
one of the strongest firms in the city. 
Louisville, Ky.—William W. Watts, has 

removed to more commo/ious quarters in the 

First National Bank building, where he will 

be better able to attend to his extensive bus- 

iness. J. Richard Watts is manager of the 
collection department. 

Lonisville, Ky.—Hon A. J. Carroll and 
Frank Hagan have entered into partner- 
ship. , 

New Orleans, La.—Peter Stiff has retired 
from the firm of Lazarous, Moore & Luce, 
and will practice alone. 

New Orleans, La.—Amacker, Moore & 
Dafour is a new firm in this city, composed 
of A. K. Amacker, Geo. W. Moore and Wm. 
C. Dufour. 

New Orleans, La.—Wm. Wint. Howe, 
Walker B. Spencer and Chas. Pollard Cocke 
have associated themselves under the title of 
Howe, Spencer & Cocke. 

Baltimore, Md.—Hon. William L. Mar- 
bury, United States District Attorney, was 
married to Miss Sylvere Slingluff on the 10th 
alt. 

Memphis, Tenn.—D. E. Myers and Lew 
Banks will practice together. 

Memphis, Tenn.—George Yerger, who is 
associated in practice with Gen. George B. 
Peters, has been selected to succeed Brooks 
Norfleet as Assistant Attorney General. 


Denison, Tex.—Erwin J. Smith of this 
city has been appointed general attorney of 
tLe Chicasaw nation. 

Richmond, Va.—Jno. Garland and Walter 
H. Ryland bave formed # partnership. 

Richmond, Va.—A. B. & M. J. Coleman 
form a new firm in this city. The janior 
member has been a partrer in the tirm of 
Johnson, Coleman & Johnston for the past 
year. 

— oo ——___— 


CENTRAL STATES. 


Bloomington, I1l.—B. H. McCann, of Nor- 
mal, has opened an office in this city. 


Canton, Ill.—Thos. J. Lyons, recently 
from Chicago, has begun practice here. 

Chenoa, 111.—Owen Bartrum, of Pontiac, 
has purchased the practice of Martin Shep- 
herd, and will have a branch office in this 
city. 

Decatur, 11].—C. C. Le Forgee and J. C. 
Lee, two young lawyers of this city, have 
combined. 

Chicago, Ill.—W. C. Van Gilder, recently 
of Omaha, formerly of West Virginia and an 
alomnus of the law department of the North- 
western University, is practicing law in this 
city. His office is with John Maynard Har- 
lan in the Ashland block. 

Chicago, Ill—Judge McConnell, of the 
Cirevit Court of Cook County, has resigned 
and will enter into practice. He will be a 
partner in the firm of Tenney, McConnell & 
Cofteen. 

Chicago, I1l.—Louis C. Ehle is now junior 
partner in the firm of Strong, Struckmann 
«& Ehle. 

Freeport, I 1.—Peter E. McDonald has be- 
gun practice here. 

Galesburg, I]l.—Judge A. A. Smith, for 

twelve years of the Circuit Court, has re- 
signed. 
Lincoln, 111.—Moos & Zeter have dissolved 
partnership. Mr. Zetter will practice alone, 
while Mr. Moos has formed a co-partnership 
with A, L. Anderson. 





Ottawa, Ill.—Trainor, Brown & Ayres is 
the title of a new firm. Each member is well 
known here. 

Elwood, Ind.—O. A. Armfield, 
clerk, has opened an office here. 

Peru, Ind.—Jno. Mitchell and W. McClinic 
are now in partnership. 

Streator, I11.—Chubbuck & Fetzer is the 
title of a new firm at this point. 

Sullivan, Ind.—Lex Cavins has accepted a 
position in the law office of John 8. Bays, 
where he will engage in and take an active 
part in the practice of his chosen profession. 
Mr. Cavins has given special attent on to 
probate law and the settlement of estates, 
and will have control of this department as 
well as the collection bus ness. 

Washington, Ind.—William R. Gardiner, 
Jr., has become a member of the law firm of 
Gardiner & Gardiner, the firm now being 
composed of W. R. Gardiner, Sr., Charles G. 
Gardiner and W. R. Gardiner, Jr. The new 
member of the firm is a young man of much 
ability, and bas the capacity for the develop- 
ment of a skillful lawyer. 


Cedar Falls, Ia.—Messrs Hemenway and 
Grunny will practice separately hereafter. 

Creston, Iowa.—Miss Emma Eaton, of 
this city, has passed the examination before 
the Supreme Court and bas been admitted 
to the bar. 

Independence, Ia.—Miller & Everett is the 
latest law firm at this point. 


Corunna, Mich.—Messrs. Chandler and 
Friegel have separated ; Mr. Chandler will 
continue alone. 

Des Moines, Ia.—Howard J. Clark, a rising 
young attorrey of this city, was recently 
married to Miss Florence Graham. 

Grand Rapids, Mich.—L. D. Carroll and 
David E. Burns have formed a partnership. 


Grand Rapids, Mich.—Messrs. McBride 
and Malcolm have dissolved partnership. 
Edward G. McBride and Harry D. Cowan 
form a new firm. 

Grand Rapids, Mich.—Gelmer Kulper, late 
of the office of Smiley, Smith & Stevens, has 
opened an office in the Norris building. 


Lansing, Mich.—A. F. Rouse has moved 
into more commodious quarters over the 
People’s Savings Bank. 

Canton, O.—John T. Smith has opened an 
‘office at 12 Market street. 

Canton, O.—W. J. Oby, formerly of Alli- 
ance, has taken quarters here, in conjunction 
with Hon. J. P. Fawcett, although not in 
partnership. 


Cincinnati, O.~ Lowrey Jackson has be- 
come a partner of Stay & Cogan. 

Cincinnati, O.—Charles Henderson and 
W. F. Husemeyer will practice in partner- 
ship. 

Cincinnati, O.—A strong new firm in this 
city is composed of Themas Shay, Hon. 
Thomas J Cogan and Lowry Jackson. 

Cincinnati, O.—Walter A. De Camp, of 
the office of Hollister & Hollister, has been 
married to Miss Caroline E. Middleton. 

Cincinnati, O.—The firm of Maxwell & 
Creed has been dissolved. Mr. Maxwell has 
taken an office in the St. Paul building, and 
Jerome and William Creed will be in part- 
nership. 

Marietta, O.—The firm of Loomis & Wood- 
ward has been dissolved, and Judge Follett 
and Mr. Woodward form a new firm. 

Mansfield, O.—Chas. L. McClellan was 
married to Miss Oscie Mitchell a short time 
ago. 


ex-city 





Toledo, O.—Hon. J. M. Brown and his son 
Walter F. Brown will practice under the 
firm title of Brown & Brown. 


Van Wert, O.—Lambert Jones has begun 
practice here. 


Zanesville, O.—E. E. Evans and F. L. 
Reed have entered into es with 
offices in the Goddard building. 


Eau Claire, Wis.—John P. Gunn is now 
established permanently in fine new offices 
in the Kelly block. 


Madison, Wis.—The firm of La Follette, 
Harper, Zimmerman & Roe has been dis- 
solved. Each member will practice inde- 
pendetly. 

Milwaukee, Wis—John C. Keefe and 
Orrin W. Bow have combined under the firm 
name of Keefe & Bow, with offices in the 
Loan and Trust building. 


Superior, Wis.—H. H. Grace has retired 
from the firm of Reed, Grace & Reed. 


——_.—____ 


WESTERN STATES. 


Denver, Col.—Miss Ann Hunt has been ad- 
mitted to practice. 

Fort Scott, Kas.—W. B. Webster, who has 
been making war on the saloons, has in- 
formed the police of a plot to murder him. 
He has sworn out warrants for the arrest 
of a number of saloon keepers. 


Wichita. Kas.—Earl] Blake, who has been 
for some years connected with the office 
of O’Bryan & Gordon, has begun practice on 
his own account. 

St. Joseph, Mo.—Oscar E. Walker has 
been admitted to the bar. 


St. Louis, Mo.—These applicants have been 
admitted to the bar: Gustavus E. Wetzel, 
Holbrook G. Cleveland, George N. Fickels- 
son, Allen C. Orrick. R. A. Holland, Jr., N. 
P. Zimmer, I. J. Wilson, Oreon E. Scott and 
and Walter A. Boeck. 

Butte, Mont.—W. E. Carroll was recently 
married to Miss Anna Martin. 

Beatrice, Neb.—The firm of Richards & 
Prout has been dissolved. 

Broken Bow, Neb.—The firm name of Dick- 
inson, Shinn & Wallace has changed to the 
name of Dickinson & Shinn. Harry Wal- 
lace, the junior member of the firm, has re- 
tired and itis uy derstood will go to Kearney, 
where he will engage in the practice of law. 

Lincoln, Neb.--Talbot & Bryan have 
moved into new quarters in the McMurtry 
block. 

Ncrfolk, Neb.—The law firm of Mapes & 
Licey has dissolved. Mr. Licey assuming 
all the unfinished business of the firm. 

Omaha, Neb.—Judge George W. Shields 
announces that his law partner, Mr. W. 8. 
Curtis, has gone to St. Louis. where he as- 
sumes the d:anship of the law school of 
Washirgton University. Mr. Shields has 
moved his office to rooms 422 and 423 Paxton 
block. 

South Omaha, Neb.—H. G. Bell, J. J. 
Breen and H. C. Murphy, all South Omaha 
lawyers, have been consolidated under the 
firm name of Bell, Breen & Murphy. Mr. 
Bell was formerly a member of the firm of 
Adams & Bell, of South Omaha, Mr. Breen 
is well known in the Magic City, and Mr. 
Murphy was formerly with Mahoney, Mina- 
han & Smyth, of this city. 

Albuquerque, N. M.—L. J. Strauss has 
retired from the firm of Adams & Strauss, 
and from active practice. 
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Salt Lake City, Utah.—Jndge James A, 
Miner, of Ogden, and Ogden Hiles have as- 
Sociated, under the firm name of Miner & 
Hiles, making a strong combination 




















Chas. Albert Prince it ig Said, wil] return 
to Boston, Mass., and resume practice, He 
left about a year and a half ago, his affairs 
being ina tangled condition, 

- B. Burnett, of Cincinnati, O., has been 
captured and held in default of $10,000 bail. 

e is under a charge of “Ppropriating bonds 
of the value of $9,000, the property of a 
client. 


K.N., Steves, a lawyer of Portland, Ore., 


PACIFIC STATEs. 


Bakersfield, Cal.—Rafiin, Ruffin & Arnold 
have dissolved partnership, 


Santa Cruz, Cal.—Mrs, Lucy Underwood 
ar, 








San Jose, Cal.—Chas, F. Wilcox and C. C, 
Coolidge have formed a partnership, 

Los Angeles, Cal.—Warner D. Halpin was 
married to Miss Bessie Hill a short time ago. 
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is the title of anew firm here, 
Montreal, Que.—A, w. ft Buchanan, re- 
cently admitted, has entered the firm of 
hite, Duclos & O'Halloran. 


apers have been filed in the district court 
of ver city, Neb., by Judge Welty, dis. 
barring F. H, Selby, the Cambridge lawyer 
who has been implicated in alleged crooked 
work, from farther Practice ag a lawyer in 
the Fourteenth judicial] district, 


D 
examination in each department at the places 
above named, during the month of Januar 
in each year. They may appoint other times 
and places for additional] examinations, and 
may hold some or all of such additiona) ex. 
aminationg concurrently with the regular or 
annual examinations of any law schoo] in 
this State, 
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Ottawa, Ont.—J, J, McCready, late of 
Toronto, has begun practice here, 


Pp 
apacitating him from work Teyed on his Solicitor-Genera] Maxwell of the Depart. 8 
oe N. nds ae ot - Scott - “ye oe ” =“ ment o Justice, who has the immedints . 
Appoin & Jadge of the upreme Court, o Wn. T- hi f Wichita, kK : charge of the United States cases before the 
Northwest Territories, to succeed the late | py 7s mye hl i ee ee ng supreme court, has a number of important 
Judge McLeod. barred from practice before the Paten: office, | cases on hand that will be called to: the at. le 
Toronto, Ont.—W. R. Meredith has been muel C, Reeves, of Barlington, N. J., and | tention of the court during the term that Ps 
®PPpointed to the chief justiceship of Ontario, | s° R. Yost, of South Bethlehem, Pa., have | opened last month. As ig usually the case, la 
Succeeding Sir Thomas Galt, also been disbarred from practice before the many of the suits in which the government th 
Toronto, Ont.—The well-known firms of | Interior department for Violation of the pen- | 1S Interested are advanced for hearing ear! 
McPherson, Clark & Jarvis and McPherson sion laws. in the term. This year special interest at- 
& Campbell have amalgamated under the The Michigan Law Journal has changed aches to these ¢ oom _ ~ that two & 
title of McP herson, Clark, Campbell & Jar. management, and wil] hereafter be pu blished | tre to be argued invo “Andat? Sherman Anti K 
vis. The Combination is an exceptionally | in Detroit instead of Grand Rapids. The Law | Trust act, and one the a Sct, directed B 
strong one. ournal was founded by EliR Sutton, of De. | #gainst a epeentera Union he at oo Oc 
yunipeg, Man, — ave sonald, Tupper, | troit, and iquPh Stone and H Malice | United Broce” All of thea cases are omy fo 
Phippen & Tupper have Temoved to new Gran apids, who have made this Publica- the second Monda of the term The case of H 
quarters, corner of Portage “venue and Main | tion one of the leading law magazines in the the Government 4 ainst the Union Pacitic A. 
Street, west. Albert ucharme, atch and . s Ini Mi 
2 ee Pratt of Detroit, are t purchasers ilway Comp eny and the Western oo Ch 
and it is intended to rontinue the publication Telegraph Company is a suit to cancel the 
NEWS ITEMS Contracts made between the railroad com. A. 
a = eae b ht | Panies and the Western nion Tele aph Mr 
Chas. E. Pouch , of New Y it 16 disbarmen Proceedings rou Company on the ground that they are in re- ler 
7 arrestes - a with formas”! y, has xD. harem “ _— sof Sour P : e Straint of trade and monopolies, This test 


Emanuel ae Goldberg, of New York city, 
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has been held in $3,000 bail on @ charge of | 4.00 Of the a after ye, The sntings aoe 
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three Teferees, after the usual Opening says; 


“That the referees 4nnounced that they were 
Jacob R. Hunsicker, aN €x-member of the 


Montgomery county (Pa.} bar has been de. 
clared insane, 
Reno R. Billington, of New York city, hag 
een exonerated of & Serious charge recently 
made against him. 
John E. Blackman and Charles Haldane of 
ew York city were arrested last month ona 
charge of grand larceny, 

- Hoch, a well-known attorney of Chi. 
cago, has been charged by a client with em- 
bezzlement of $5,40u. He denies the allega- 
tion 


Companies, The Case against the ‘Trans. 
Missouri Freight Association INVolves the 
question whether it is a Violation of the 
Sherman Anti Trast law for railroad com- 


George F. Harding, well-known in Chicago, 
lll, is charged with blackmailing in con- 
nection with a number of rea} estate trans. 
actions, 

George M. Demarest, of Seneca Falls, N, Bi 
Was arrested last month on three indictments’ 

e is Charged with post-dating Pension 
vouchers, 

L. T. Bird, a Practitioner of many years 
Standing at Sionx City, Ta., has been dis- 
covered to be a heavy defaulter, He lett 
town early last month, 


the association. The Sovernment wil] con- 
tend that that is no ground for abating the 
suit, especially in view of the fact that most 
of the companies immediately entered into a 
new combination, which the Sovernment 
Claims to quite as objectionable as the 
first. But especial interest centres in the 


composing the Sugar Trust, on the ground 
that it is carried on in Violation of the Sher- 
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Banks and Attorneys everywhere 


CHICAGO, ILL. 


The Commercial Agency Tappan, McKillop & Co. 


ESTABLISHED 1842 


INCORPORATED 1891. 


ASSOCIATE OFFICES THROUGHOUT THE U. S. AND CANADA. 


Commercial Law and Collectiona. 


Publishers of the Associate Directory of Attorneys and Banks.—A standard work with Collection Agencies, Jobbers. Manutacturers 


Contains @ live list of 9,000 attorneys—one in each city or town—paying special attention to Commer 
cial Law and Coliections. Attorneys desiring representation, send in application with softuenses. —_- 


Special Mercantile Reports. 








man Anti-Trust act. The circuit court at 
Philadelphia and the circuit court of appeals 
at the same place, decided the case against 
the government. Mr. Justice Jackson, when 
he was on circuit, decided a case against the 
i involving similar questions as to 
he Whiskey Trust. The whole question as 
to the validity and effect of the Sherman 
Anti Trust act, and whether not or under it 
trusts such as the Sugar Trust and the Whis- 
key Truet can be dissolved by the Federal 
courts, will be presented and decided in the 
Sugar Trust case, which is set for the second 
Monday of the term. 


LAW SCHOOLS. 


Items from the Law Schools, their Faculty, Mem- 
bership and Course of Instruction. Personal News con- 
cerning the Professors and Lecturers, the Standing and 
Action of Law Students, their Class or School Organ- 
izations and all matters of interest to Legal Educators 
and Students. Offices of Law Schools and of Law School 
Organizations are requested to send us such matters as 
are of general interest. 








The eleventh annual session of the law de- 
partment of the Oregon State University be- 
gan last month. There were no formal cere- 
monies beyond the delivery of an address on 
** Legal Precedents ; Their Uses and Abuses,” 
by Mr. W. D. Fenton, of Portland. The room 
was crowded with students, graduates of the 
law school, lawyers and others, to hear the 
address, which was able and interesting. The 
law school opens with about 80 s! udents, and 
the prospects are good for a prosperous year. 


The class of 96 of the Denver Law School or- 
ganized on Oct. 13, by adopting a constitution 
and electing the following officers: President, 
Kyle Rucker; vice-president, J. Gratton 
Bryant; secretary and treasurer, Nellie D. 
Oswald. The above named, together with the 
following, are the junior class ‘of this year: 
H. Howard Rice, Orville F. Shattuck, Edgar 
A. Howell, Edward 8S. Worrell, Jr., Arthur N. 
Millett. J. Sinclair Dennel, William Haley, 
Charles C. Woolf, Frank McDonough, Clark 
A. Nichols, John F. Donovan, Geo. A. Smitb, 
= Lombard, Miss Lebhardt, Charles F. Mil- 

er. 


The following officers have been elected by 
the class of 95 of the Albany Law School: 
President, W. H. Van Benschoten ; first vice- 
president, A. H. Abbott; second vice-presi- 
dent, I. G. Blanvelt; third vice-president, L. 
F. Palmer ; — nding secretary, J. P. 
Goodsir ; orator, R. H. Overbaugh; addcesser, 
T. F. Vance; historian, J. J. Galvin ; prophet, 
W. C. Gordon; marshal, A. Foulston; chair- 
men executive committee, B. G. Johuson, A. 
J. McClure. 


At a recent meeting of the Faculty of Kent 
Law school, of Chicago, the following resolu- 
tion was unanimously adopted : 


Resolved, That the Kent Law school grant 
the degree of bachelor of laws to any candi- 
date therefor who produces evidence of hav- 
ing satisfactorily completed the prescribed 
course of study in any reputable law school 
having a course of not less than two years; 
provided, such candidate satisfactorily pur- 
sues a conrse of study for the term of one 
year in the under graduate department, or 
completes the post-graduate course of this 
school. 

The Law School of the University of New 
York opened for its thirty-fifth year on Oct. 
3. The attendance was very large, including 
@ number of women students. Chancellor 


MacCracken, in his opening address, said: 
“‘The University enrolls to-day the largest 
entering law class in its history. When we 
place our work on a university footing, all 
our receipts beyond the fixed expenses and a 
goudly amount of university property will be 
used to make this more and more a school 
that you will be proud to own as your alma 
mater.” 

Hon. William Wirt Howe of New Orleans 
has been appointed Storrs lecturer in the Yale 
Law School for 1894. He will deliver six lect- 
ures, as follows: Monday, Oct. 15, ‘‘ The civil 
law; its relations to the law of England and 
America, and practical suggestions as to its 
study ;” Oct. 16, ‘The doctrine of things in 
the civil law ; of property in things and privi- 
leges, with practical references to the police 
power of the State and to admiralty liens ;” 
Oct. 17, ‘Of obligations under the civil law, 
and their sources;” Oct. 18, ‘‘Of the differ- 
ent kinds of obligations, and the interpreta- 
tions of agreements ;” Oct. 19, ‘Of the ex- 
tinguishment of obligations ;” Oct. 20, “A 
sketch of the career of Chief Justice Francis 
Xavier Martin.” 

The benchers of the Law Society of Upper 
Canada, at their meeting recently, filled the 
position of principal of the Law School, ren- 
dered vacant by the death of W. A. Reeve, 
by appointing Newman Wright Hoyles, B.A., 
Q.C., from among a large number of appli- 
cants. Mr. Hoylesis ason of the late Sir Hugh 
Hoyles, chief justice of Newfoundland. He 
was educated in England, and is a graduate 
of the University of Cambridge, Trinity being 
his college. He was called to the bar of On- 
tario in 1872, and soon afterwards formed a 
partnership with the late James Bethune, 
Q.C. When Mr. Bethune joioed the Osler- 
Moss firm, after the elevation of Thomas Moss 
and A. A. Harrison to the bench, Mr. Hoyles 
also became a partner ip that firm, which was 
then styled Bethune, Osler & Moss, and has 
continued ever since with it, the firm names 
at the present time being Moss, Hoyles & 
Aylesworth, and Moss, Barwick & Franks. 
Mr. Hoyles has taken bis full share in the 
prosecution of the large legal business en- 
joyed by that firm, devoting his attention 
chiefly to the chancery side of Osgoode Hall 
practice. He is universally regarded as 
a sound, industrious, and conscientious law- 
yer. He is, besides, an excellent public 
speaker, and is well known as an active mem- 
ber of the Anglican synod, and an ardent 
worker and debater in the cause of total ab- 
stinence aud prohibition. He will, doubtless, 
from his high character and attainments, 
prove a very successful principal of the Law 
School. The salary attached to the position 
is $5,000, the occupant not being allowed to 
do professional work except by giving opin- 
ions. , 


NEW ADVERTISEMENTS. 


D. W. Shoudy of Rockford, IIL, is one of 
the reliable commercial lawyers of the in- 
terior, and has a complete office equipment 
for the successful handling of such business. 
His standing and references are first-class. 

J. F. Hilscher of St. Paul, Minn., is the 
local attorn.y of the Netherlands-American 
Mortgage Bank of Uithuizen, Holland, and 
gives particular attention to all classes of 
commercial litigation, real estate matters 
and foreclosures. His standing is excellent. 
The Merchants’ National Bank, of St. Paul, 
is his local reference, 





and repute, and who is able to give legal 
and bank references of the highest character, 
as to the success of his methods. He should 
be consulted by all our readers having need 
of such service as he is skilled to provide. 


Lardner & Middlecoff, of Duluth, Minn., 
take rank among the leading lawyers of their 
city, the fact that they are the attorneys for 
the Security Bank of Duluth, amply testify- 
ing to this fact. They give particular atten- 
tion to the handling of collections, and to 
commercial law generally. 


C. T. Crandall of Duluth, Minn, makes a 
specialty of Mining, Corporation and Mer- 
cantile law, and is reported as a practitioner 
of large ability and of excellent character. 
He can safely be entrus‘ed to rightly trans- 
act any legal matters placed in his charge, 
and will make prompt report and returns of 
settlements secured through his efforts. 


Herod & Herod, of Indianapolis, Ind., isa 
well known firm of lawyers, doing a large 
commercial business, and composed of men 
thoroughly equipped in character and ability 
to transact any class of legal negotiation or 
litigation. Their reputation is first-class. 
Mr. William Pirtle Herod, as will be seen 
from the advertisement, is a specialist in 
Patent Litigation, for which he possesses su- 
perior qualities. 

Varnum & Anderson, of Chicago, Il., have 
a model office, both in equipment and office 
force, for the transaction of the large com- 
mercial practice which they enjoy. For 
twenty-five years Mr. Varnum has taken high 
rank as a practitioner, and he gives his per- 
sonal supervision to every important litigated 
matter. Hispartner. Mr. Anderson, is spoken 
of as an able coadjutor to Mr. Varnum, and 
is responsible both personally and profes- 
sionally. 

Callaghan & Co., of Chicago, Ill., offer 
this month, a new edition of that legal 
classic, Stephens’ Pleading. The present 
work is edited by Jas. DeWitt Androws, of 
the Chicago bar, a lawyer of adm:tted abil- 
ity, who has conducted his revision with 
thoroughness as well as skill. The numer- 
ous excellent additions to that invalaable 
work, which the present edition contains, 
are — in the advertisement men- 
tioned. 


The Attorneys’ National Clearing House 
with offices in Minneapolis and St.Paul, Minn., 
is one of the recently created agencies for 
the prompt and successfal interchange and 
transaction of legal business, which modern 
needs and methods in the conduct of a com- 
mercial law practice has made essential. It 
was established, and is conducted by Fifield 
& Fifield, a law firm of national reputation, 
and has a complete equipment for the service 
which it offers to attorneys and clients. 


T. H. Flood & Co. of Chicago, Ill., present 
to the profession through our columns, this 
month, the excellent work ov Evidence by 
H. C. Underhill, of the New York bar, This 
volume is a clear statement of the rules gov- 
erning the relevancy and admission of evi- 
dence, and the examination of witnesses thaf 
cannot fail to be of every day service to the 
student and practitioner. The thoroughness 
with which it treats the topics properly em 
braced in the subject title, will be seen by a 
reference to the advertisement in another 
column. 

Kay & Brother, Law Publishers, of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., offer a choice line of legal text 
books that our subscribers will do well to 





Rafus C. Hartranfs of Philadelphia, Pa., 








is an expert in handwriting, of high standing 


consult. In this issue they mention Taylor’s 
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8vo., $12.00, net. 


A TREATISE ON THE LAW OF MORTGAGES OF PER- 
SONAL PROPERTY.—fourth Edition, 1894, enlarged by 
66 pages and 800 additional cases, containing 200 pages and 

8vo, $6.00, net. 

A TREATISE ON THE LAW OF PLEDGES, 

8vo, $6.00, net. 


A TREATISE ON THE LAW OF LIENS, COMMON LAW, 
STATUTORY EQUITABLE, AND MARITIME, 


2,000 cases more than the first edition. 


including Collateral Securities. 


STANDARD LAW BOOKS 


A TREATISE ON THE LAW OF MORTGAGES OF REAL 
PROPERTY.—Fifth Edition, 1894, revised and enlarged. 


Vol. I., pp. xvi -|- 967. Vol. IL., pp. vi. -|- 1,000. 2 vols. 





BY LEONARD .A. 


A TREATISE ON THE LAW OF CORPORATE BONDS AND 
MORTGAGES,—Being the Second Edition of “ Railroad 
Securities,” revised. 8vo, pp. xvi -(- 664, $6.00, met. 

FORMS IN CONVEYANCING, AND GENERAL LEGAL 
FORMS; comprising Precedents for Ordinary Use and 
Clauses adapted to Special and Unusual Cases. 
Practical Notes. 
pendix containing recent Statutory Changes. 
-|- 956, $6.00, met. 


JONES. 


With 
With an Ap- 
8vo, pp. viii 


Fourth Revised Edition. 


This writer, by a learning and diligence which are gresiy to be commended, has 
built up a most vaiuable series of works on the Amer 


treated In succession of the Law of Mortgages of Real Property, of the |! aw of Mort- 


can law of property. He has 


Second Edition, 1894, revised and enlarged ; 1,200 cases gases of Personal P: operty, and ¢ f the law of Pledges. and of the Law of Liens, Common 


being added to the part relating to Mechanics’ Liens alone. 


2 vols. 8vo, $12.00, met. 


Sold by all Law Booksellers. 
HOUCHTON, MIFFLIN & CO., Boston; 





w, Statutory. Equitable, and Maritime. He has also given the profession a valuable 
work on Forms i (onveyancirg, drawn from the researches which became necersa 
the preparation of the works above recited. The 


for these accurate and labor-eaving works —Hon. Bormous D. THomPson, inthe Ameri. 
can Law Renew for March and April. 


Sent free of Charge, by 
ii East 17th Street, New York. 


in 
rofession are greatly indebted to him 








Law of Private Corporations, now in its 
third edition, thoroughly revised and en- 
larged. The work is standard, and should 
be in the office of every active lawyer. In 
addition they publish Biddle on Insurance, 
Bisphams’ Principles of Equity, Reed on The 
Statute of Frauds, Wharton & Stilles’ Medi- 
cal Jurisprudence, and The Law of Bills of 
Lading by Porter, full particulars of which 
will appear in succeeding issues. 


The National Collecting Co. of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, with offices in the Mitchell Building. 
No. 99 W. Fourth Street, is one of the most 
active agencies in the country It has been 
established nine years and has perfect ar- 
rangements for the prompt and successful 
handling of business at all points. David J. 
Davi+, the manager, is thoroughly posted in 
the modern methods of a collecting office, 
acd bears the reputation of being prudent, 
sagacious and energetic in the conduct of 
matters entrusted to him All moneys col- 
lected by his correspondents on accounts 
sent through his office are guaranteed. Refer- 
ences as to ability and character will be fur- 
nished by him upon request. 


Shriver, Bartlett & Co., of Baltimore, Md., 
is admittedly one of the model collecting 
ageocies. It has been in existence for nearly 
fifteen years and commands unsurpassed fa- 
cilities for handling Southern business in 
whatev.r State located. The general coun- 
sel, Joseph C. France and A. Bervard Chan- 
cellor rank among the leading commercial 
lawyers of Baltimore. J. Kemp Bartlett, Jr., 
the proprietor of the agency, stands at the 
head of credit men and isso generally known 
as to require no further commendation from 
us. The National Bank of Baltimore, Na- 
tional Exchange Bank, Western National 
Bauk, avd Commercial and Farmers’ Na- 
tional Bank, all of Baltimore, are among the 
strong institutions that certify to the excell- 
ence of this agency. 

The Bonéed Collection Agency, of Balti- 
more, Edwin Harvie Smith, counsel, is or- 
ganized upon a plan that we have fra long 
time believed to be the ideal plan for a col- 
lection agency, namely, the securing of the 
fidelity of the agents and correspondents by 
the bonding of the agency to the public at 
large, by some guarantee company of ac- 
knowledged strength. This, The Bonded Col 

- lection Agency has done, and thereby steps 
into the first rank of such offices. The Fidel- 
ity & Deposit Co. of Maryland guarantees 
all collections made by the agency named, to 
the extent of $25,000, and by proper super- 
vision of the work of its employees and cor- 
respondent-, the management makes impossi- 
ble a defaleation anywhere approaching the 
amount of the bond. In addition to this ex- 
cellent feature, the Bonded Collection Agency 

. has at command every facility enjoyed by 
any oth: r first class collection office for the 
correct treatment of accounts and litigations. 
Their business references are first class. 


OOOO OOOO HOHO9SHSOO9H9HHHHH9OOOS OOOHOOO 





Browne’s Blackstone 
_.ano Browne’s Kent 


Are two books that every American 
law student of to-day needs not only 
to study but to posess. They give 
the essence of the great Commen- 
taries in the most concise form, and 
without the absolute parts. Price, 
$5.30, each, delivered. 


We.have also published a new 
edition of the standard work, 


Bliss on Code Pleading. 


Students in code states will need 
this. Price, $6.30, delivered. 


WEST PUBLISHING CO., 
ST. PAUL, MINN. 
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CAVEATS, TRADE MARKs 
COPYRIGHTS. 


CAN I OBTAIN A PATENT? Fora 
Row answer and an b opinion, write to 
Ad & CO., who have had nearly fifty years 
e 


ence in the patent business. 





mmunica- 


tions strictly confidential. A Handbook of In- 
formation concerning Patents and bow to ob- 
tain them sent free. Alsoa ee of mechan- 


ical and scientific books sent 
Patents taken through 


Co. receive 


t Munn & 
8 al notice in the Scientific American, and 
thus are brought widely before the public with- 
out cost to the inventor. This splendid paper, 
pesnee weekly, elegantly illustrated, has by far the 


circulation of any sci 
world. $3 ayear. Sample copies sent free 


Building Edition, monthly, 


entific work in the 
a year. Single 


copies, ‘25 cents. Every number contains beau- 

tiful plates,’ in colors, and photographs of new 

houses, with plans, enabling builders to show the 
mtracts. Add 


designs and secure co ress 
MUNN & CO., NEW YORE, 361 BROADWAY. 








PIANOS" 


at great bargains 
Write for Catalogut £& 
= and particulars, 
Addressor callon 








DANIEL F. BEATTY, Washington, New dersey. 









Lawyers Attention. 


See the Bargains offered below in 


STANDARD REPORTS, Etc. 
W'LLIAMSON LAW B00K CO., Rochester, WN. Y. 


A)}l good second-hand. 


The first order gets them. 





Vole. and 2 D gests 
Americen and English Railroad Cases, 51 Vols. 
OE 2 icc aktnbaticonteenivess chaneereane 150 
U. 8. Report-, Certis Ed., 1 0 Vols. in 109 books 3) 
upreme Court Reporter, 13 Vols...... enee 7 
U.S. Digest, ist Series, 15 Vols.; N.S. 18 Vols. 
General Digest, 7 Vols. to 1892, inclusive....... 
“e will sel! both the above in one order for... 
American | igest, 7 Vols to 1898, inclusive...... 
Ir diana Rep. ist 64 Vols. and Blacktord, 8 Vols. 
IMinols Report G, 166 196 Vols......ccccccccccccccs 
Minnesota Reports, 47 Vols.................... . 
Michig n Reports, 4 Vols., H. W. & D., 8 Vols. 
Massachu: etts R p., 16. Vols., single Vol. Ed.. 
Main~ Reports, let 68 Vols..................se0e- 
New York Chancery Reports, 32 V« Is........... 
New York Common Law Rep., 9% Vo's. in 39.. 
¥arbour’s N.Y. Supreme Court Rep., 67 Vcls .. 
N.Y. Court of Apposts Reports, ist .0U Vols in 
20 books, to wit. : 
North + asterm Reporter. ...........cssssereceees 
Vermort keports, Tyler 2 Vols., and Vermont 
63 Vols , | eigghnlipaetemsthesacsbaieenn tts 
Washington Keports, 6 Vols...................5. 
Bevan's Uhan ery * eports, ist 20 Vols 
Northwestern } eporter, 56 Vols 
Pacific eporter, ., eer s 
U.8. CIRCUIT and DIST. COURT REPORTS: 
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Blatchford, \9 Vols .............cccceccee 
Peters, C. C , 1803-15, 1 Vol 





Washington, CU. C., 1803-27, 4 Vole ............... 
Seanargs, Dewttens by Brockenbrough, 1802 
i nen captininndvhentadnesasstatectorseakt 
Woods, 1570 81, 4 Vols . 
Fitppio, 1859-60, 2 Vols ...... 
McLesp, 189-51, 6 Vois ..... 
Bisse}, 1851-53, 11 Vols 
ef eRe Re a 
McAllister, 1855 59,1 Vol 22.0000. 00NIIN ° 
Abbott, 1863-71 2 Vols....... 
Sprague, Decisions, Vol. 2 . 
>) eee 
tt) PT ans sacdnancactbbneaieanansseose 
Hoffman—Land Cases 1#53-58, 1 Vol. (Dist. of 
Californ a and Oregon) 
Robb—Patent Cases,2 Vols... .. 2... ee eeee 
Whi man—Patent Reports, 1810-74, 2 Vols 
Fisher— Patent Cases, 6 Vols....................- 
Basnirg & A'den-Fat. Cases (Circuit Vourt) 
| SSRI Perera 
Webster's Patent Ceses, 2 Vols. in 1, London .. 
Ohio Reports. 66 Vols........... 
Houre of Lord Cases, 23 Vols... 
British Crown Cases, 6 Vols 
Dunford & East’s Rep , Lond. Ed., 17%, 8 Vols. 
DeGex & Smale’s Chancery, 5 Vols, Lond , 1849 
Dou. las K. B. Reooris, 4 Vols, London Ed .... 
Hast’s Reports, 16 Vols. in 8, Aw. Ed. 1845, by 
Eerie sn0keededbsahatiseechselimenend 
Eng. ( hancery aie Am., full reprint, 69 Vols. 
*nglish Chancery R-p rts, is’ 43 Vols.......... 
Eng. Law and Equity Rep., 40 Vols and Digest. 
Exchequer Keports, 47 Vols, Am. Ed .......... 
Alba y Law Journal, 46 Vols. and 2 Digests... 
American Law Review, 2% Vols........... ..... 
Amer can Law Times Reports, 6 * ols, :867,.... 
American Law Tiwes Keports, N.S., 4 Vols, 
EOD Sv ienntcechsnesibshsseinarss eukoesediee 
American Law Register, O 8. 9Vols........... 
American Law Keg., N. 8.,29 Vols and 1 Digest 
Both the above in one order for ................ 
Law & Sovky Reporter, 1876 10 1877, 4 Vols.... 6 
Bancroft's History of Pacific « oast, 89 Vols... 60 0 
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Above are —_ afew of our many bargains. Any legal 

ere advertised, we can supply at the pub- 
lishers price and in the majority of cases at a much less 
price. Send for our complete Catalogue. Add 


WILLIAMSON LAW BOOK CO., ROCHESTER, N. Y. 
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JOHNSTON’S LAW BLANKS. 








NOTED FOR THEIR connec APPEARANCE ane surest. CALL SPECIAL ATTENTION re OUR “ PARCHMENT ” PAPER CONVEYANCING BLANKS. 


G AND ENDORSEME 
SE 


T EMBOSSED FROM STEEL DIE A 


TIED WITH SILK RIBBON. 


ND 
LL TYPE-WRITER BLANKS THAT HAVE REAL TYPE-WRITER SPACE. 


We make a specialty of printing to order, SPECIAL Deeds, Mortgages, Bonds, Abstracts, and all forms where superior class of work is wanted. Ou 
plant for this class of work is the most Extensive in this Country. Send for samples. 


Deo you like good Stationery! If so, send us a 


Bond" Steel Die Embossed Letter P 

strongest made; Linen and Bond 
Established 1875. 

The Largest Legal Stationery Manufacturers 


postal and we will send you the handsomest line of Samples ever shown of ‘‘ Pure Linen” and “ Genuine 
aper aod Envelopes (which we are now furnishing over 12,000 Members of the Bar); Heavy Tinted Bond Legal Covers, the 
and Abstract paper, Type Writing Paper, ete. 


J. ¥Y. JOHNSTON & CO., Law fF tationers, 


in the Country. 


23 Murray Street, New York. 








tion. 
— W. Fowler, at bis home at San D‘ego, Cal., 


RECENT DEATHS. 


H. J. Long of Washington, Ga. 

S. L. Bowers of Newport, N. H. 

Albert E. Bragg of Fall River, Mass. 

George Kennon Macon of Manchester, Va. 

Griffith Roberts of Uniontown, Pa., aged 85 years. 
Hon. D. B. Beardsley of Findlay, O., aged 62 years. 
Herbert Gaston of Seattle, Wash., in his 63d year. 
John W. Barron of Philadelphia, Pa., of consump- 


age 
Hon. E. S. Woodman of Northville, Mich.. at the 
age of 81. 
J. H. Patton of Washington, C. H.0., suddenly of 
sppoplexy. 
W.H. H. Bingham of Stowe, Vt., on the 12th ult., 
aged 81 years. 
C. B. Smith of Charlestown, W. Va., on Sept. 18, of 
consumption. 
Alexis Bennet of Montreal, Que., on Sept. 27, of 
heart disease. 
Charles P. Wakeley of Madison, Wis., of hemorrhage 
on the 14th ult. 
C. C. Stephens of Los Angeles, Ca)., a we!l-known 
criminal lawyer. 
J. Ludewig Koether of Riverside, Cal., and formerly 
of Pittsburg, Pa 
James P. Hurley of Boston, Mass., recently at bis 
residence at Lynn. 
Frank Mapledoram at Middletown, N. Y., on the 
11th of last month. 
Benjamin Turner, Jr., at his home at Shokanon, N. 
Y., at the age of 80. 
Gen. Dwight Morris, of apoplexy at Bridgeport, 
Conn., aged 78 years. 
Daniel H. Bemis at his home at Lancaster, Mass., of 
cancer, aged 63 years. 
Thurston Delancey Brewster of Syracuse, N. Y., at 
his home on the 7th ult. 
James Fleming of Jersey City, N. J., suddenly of 
apoplexy on the ist ult. 
Sir Narcisse F. Belleau of Quebec, Can., died a short 
time ago at the age of 86. 
William J. Byam of Niagara Falls, N. Y., died re- 
cently after a brief illness. 
William Fuller of Clinton, Ill., dropped dead of 
heart disease on the 10th ult. 
Andrew B. Johnson of Pitteburg, Pa., recently after 
a brief illness of pneumonia. 
William Stephenson Throckmorton, at his home at 
Freehold, N. J., after a short iliness. 
Alvah H. Tremain, one of the oldest members of the 
Albany county, N. Y., bar on the 12th ult. 
Murrars Blanchard of Pern, IIL, on the 6th ult., the 
result of a paralytic stroke. Age 65 years. 
Justice James Meagar of the first district at his 
home in St. Louis, Mo., on the 4th ult., of asthma. 
C. W. Gerard of Cincinnati, O., on Sept. 27. He was 
considered one of the best jury lawyers in the State. 
Macon B. Allen of Washington, D. C. He was the 
first colored man admitted to the United States bar. 
Augustus L. Hennerschotz of Philadelphia, Pa., 
died recently, after an illness of nearly twenty years. 
John H. Colyar of Buffalo, N. Y., 36 years. and 
one of the best known attorneys of that city, is dead. 
Joseph J. McGuane of North Tonawanda, N. Y. He 
heal just lately opened an office and was but 24 years 
old. 


Richard C. McMartrie, one of the most prominent 
— of the Philadelphia, Pa., bar, early last 
month. 

Robert J. Wright of Milwaukee, Wis., committed 
| pes Worry over financial difficulties is given as 

6 cause. 


Edward Vangundy at Pittsburg, Kan., at Hot 
Springs, Ark. He was prominent as a lawyer and 
politician. 


Robert Robinson of San Francisco, Cal., recently. 


Was a pioneer and one of the most prominent lawyers 


in the State. 


A.N. Hill of Joliet, DL, of typhoid fever on the sth | Moved to Omaha, Neb., to practice has returned and 


of last month. He wasa member of the firm of Hill, 
Haven & Hill. 
Hon. Stephen Richards of Toronto, Ont., suddenly, 


Zeno C. Ross of Fort Worth, Tex., recently,from the 
effecta of sewer gas poison. He was one of the most 
prominent lawyers in Texas. 


George A. Johnson of San Francisco, Cal. He had 
been a prominent figure in the legal profession and in 
politics in the State for twenty years. 

William C. Mellen of Cincinnati, O . aged 75 years, 
at his home near Milford. He had retired from prac- 
tice some years ago 0a account of ill-health. 

‘Thomas Ludlow Ogden of New York city, at Spring 
Lake, N.J., last month. Before he retired in Februar 
last on account of ill-health he was associated wi 
Henry R. Beekman. 

Isaac P. Martin of the firm of Martin & Smith of 
New York city. He was best known by his rescue of 
the firm of Grinnell & Co., prominent Wall street 
brokers, during the panic of '73. 

Hon. Andrew G. Curtin of Bellefonte, Pa., on the 
7th ult., in bis eightieth year. He was Pennsylvania's 
war governor. — of Gov. Pattison, the remains 
were « scorted to the grave by State troops. 


Joel W. Taylor of Cleveland, 0. He was well- 
known throughout the country, and it was while at- 
tending the American Bar Association meeting that 
he contracted the illness that resulted in his death. 
Hon. William P. Maulsby at his home in West- 
minster, Md., aftera brief illness, in the eightieth year 
of his age. His name was a household word in West- 
ern Maryland, where he has held many important 
offices. 

eS 


REMOVALS, 


George Liber of Salem, O.. has located at Lorain. 
Jay Cooke of Mason City, Ia., will locate in Olwein. 
George Waters of Waterville, Vt., has removed to 


arre. 
Horatio H. Hayner of Troy, N. Y., has moved to 
Buffalo. 
Peter McDonald has removed from Galena, Ill, to 
Freeport. 
Jacob Harner of West Liberty, 0., will practice at 
Springfie!d. 
Wm. B. Brown of Solon, Me., will, hereafter practice 
at Hartland. 
1. H. Maple of Fo: t Scott, Kan., will engage in prac- 
tice at Moran 
W.R Jordan of Bingham, Me., has opened an office 
in Waterville. 
W. A. Jones of Plattsburgh, N. Y., is now settled 
in Glens Falls. 
Fred. Marsh, late of Mt. Pleasant, Il! , has located at 
Pensaco a. 
Artbur Curme late of Cincinnati, O., will practice at 
Richmond, > 
F. W. Claire of Waterville, Me., has changed his ad- 
dress to Lewiston. 
Charles Soow of Provincetown, Mass., has opened 
an office in Whitman. 
William E. Dean of Fishkill, N. Y., will begin prac- 
tice at Poughkeepsie. 
W. A. Atwell of Bristol, Vt., has taken the office of 
C. M. Willard at Brandon, on a lease for one year. 
W.S. Watson of Fort Madison, Ia., has removed to 
Cedar Rapids, and will practice permanently there. 
Ex-State Senator Meservey of Cherokee, Ia , bas re- 
moved to Fort Dodge, where he will hereafter practice. 
Fred. Koster of Perry, Okla., has removed to Indian- 
— Ind., where he will enter the office of Charles F. 
Joftin 


Frank H. Short, leaves B’nghamton, N. Y., for Los 
Angee, Cal., where he has formed a partnership with 
. James. 


Sayles & Sayles of Flint, Mich,, have trans‘erred 
their business to Willis S. Meade, and have moved to 
Dunkirk, N. Y. 

S. T. Beckwith of the well-known firm of Beckwith, 
Botsford & Beckwith of Platteburgh. N. Y., has re- 
moved to New York city. 

E G. McClelland of Jerry City, O., will move to 
Bowling Green, where he bas already formed a pattner- 
~*~ with A. B Murphy. 

. W. Wilhelm of Ashland, O., and formerly of 
Columbia, will remove to Chicago, Lil., where he will 
work under Judge Grosscup. 

E. W Herman of York, Pa.,. who some time ago 


opened an office at Towsontown. 


James F. Conklin of Deckertown, N. Y., has sold 
his practice to Henry C. Hunt of Newton, and will re- 





on the 4th ult. He was a leading figure in both legal 


and political circles. 


LIST OF ATTORNEYS 


IN UNITED STATES AND CANADA. 
(REVISED MONTHLY.) 
The Attorneys named in this list have been recom 
mended by banks, bankers, or other equ liy reliable 
ee as lawyers of integrity and tested ability. 
e believe that every one of them is werthy of the 
endorsement which we give by the placing of their 
names herein. If, however; there is known to our 
subscribers, at any time, anything which reflects dis- 
creditably upon any one thus endo’ , we will ap- 
preciate full information of the facts, and if our 
thorough investigatun shows that the complaints are 
well founded, the list will be ing y. 
All such complaints will be treated as confidential. 
When ible, send business to attorneys and firms 
seperten in capital letters and always mention THE 
AMERICAN LAWYER. Counties are named in paren- 
thesis (), and county seats are indicated by a * 
t Representation in this list will be given 
accredited attorneys on favorable terms. 





ALABAMA. 







Decatur PP E. W. GOOBEY 
Fayette* (Fayette) .-ROBT. L. WINDHAM 
Refers to president of Alabama National Bank. 

ce* (Lauderdale) Jobn T. Ashcroft 
Greensboroug! 


ae oy 
Mobile* (Mobile) 
CLARK & CLARK, 17 North Royal st. Refer to 


First National Bank. 
FIELDING VAUGHAN, 65 St. Francis st. Attorney 
for the Bradstreet Co. 


) 
Rooms 2 and 3, Steiner 
y 





Montgomery* (Montgomery)........ Tompkins & Tro 
8elma* (Dallas ON eRe ms aaitataiaii N. i. R. Semeak 
* (Tuscaloosa) ...... Foster, Jones & Rather 
Tuscumbia* (Colbert).................. Kirk & Almon 
Uniontown‘ (Perry)..............- A. C. Davidson, Jr. 
ARIZONA, 
Phoenix* (Maricopa)............... KIBBEY & ISRAEL 
Refer to National Bank of Arizona. 
Sanford & M 

Ww. C. Staehle 
Thane 

W. T. TUCKER 





) 
Commercial, Te. yy ~ and real estate law. Col- 
lections a 8 ity. Refers to Citizens’ Bank and 
Bradstreet’s Commercial Agency. 


Magnolia* (Columbia). ........... --.Jefferson Wallace 
Ozark* oy ee seedsasmetande ‘é = aoa 
Paragould* (Greene)..............----- u ullivan 
le* (P Se eeccce Jas. A. Vance 
Reneliviile ope) SSS aE Davis & Son 
( ___ eee See Texarkana, Tex. 
CALIFORNIA. 

Alameda (Alameda) ...................- E. Colwell 
Nolton (San Bernardino).................-- F. F. Oster 
eee Ernest Weyand 
®resno* ( Ti tisibétandneineaesienben A.M. w 
Healds' OD iawiccsecsieececaes Rose & Pond 


(Sonoma) 
Los Angeles* (Los Angeles) 
A. A. KEARNEY, Kooms 11-12 Los Angeles National 
Bank Bl Refers to Los Angeles National 


Bank and State Loan & it Co. 
J) — BROOKS, ex-U. S. District-Attorney. 


fers to California Bank. 
W. H. HOLMES & CO., 202 North Main st. Refer 
to First Nati Bank of Los Angeles. 
WELLS & LEE, Rooms 11-17 Baker block. Attorneys 
for National Bank of California. Refer to First 
National Bank, National Bank of California and 
Los Angeles National Bank. 





move to Salt Lake City, Utah. The change is made 
on account of his health. 


Modesto* (Stanislaus).................-..- P. J. Hazen 
Oakland* (Alameda)................. EDW. A. HOLMAN 
Refers to First National Bank and California Loan 

& Trust Co. 
Pasadena (Los Angeles).............- Jas. McLachlan 
Pomona (Los Angeles)..............-.--- J. A. Gallup 
ito* (Sacramento)....... «..--Robt. T. Devlin 


Sacramen’ 
San Diego* (San Diego)............... H. K. Heffieman 
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SAN FRANCISCO* (San Francisco) 

A. .. She ape 405 Montgomery st. Paawts 
er ion and collections. (See card.) 

FOX, KELLOGG & GRAY, Pacific Mutual Bldg., 508 

aay st. Collection department under 


HAVEN ee CHAVEN, Sls Building. Practice in all 
EDW. A. HOLMAN, Sr eT st. Cable ad- 
dress, ‘ 


olman,” Oakland, Cal. Refers to any 
bank or Soperor Court jud, 


Stockton* (San Joaquin)........... oshua B. Webster 
‘acnkbe. 
EE CEE cncnnrceenss sceccncasas en Prentiss 
Colorado Springs* = Paso)......- L. W. Cunningham 
Denver* isegenee paketnenennseeitnn BETTS & RINKLE 
805-807 Coo; _ Bldg. Refer to City National Bank. 
— _, Ee RE ere A. C. Patton 
Gunnison (Gunnison).....................- “A. T. Sap 
BRRVEEEY GLEE. oncccccccccccesccccces Wn. H.N 
Montrose* (Montross) ittinhaniadcceeamiiee F. D. Catlin 
SY SES: nm 
0 ES Se ere & Stevens 
— (Pueblo) pihnebiine pitas sana A . LENNARD 


—Commercial’aw. Refers to ‘Stock grow- 
ers’ National and Pueblo National Banks. 
Trinidad* (Las Animas) .........- Northeutt & Franks 


CONNECTICUT. ne 
Bridgeport* (Fairfield) ....Stoddard, Bishop & Shelton 
East Haddam (Middlesex). ....... E. EMORY JOHNSON 
Collecti ns and commercial law. 
Greenwich (Fairfield).................- bbard 


A. Hu 
a —- eecces GEO. G. & Ge. ELIOT SILL 


iaiddietown" (Middlesex)... ARTHUR B wey JR. 
a and commercial ~* Refers to Farm- 
ers & Mechanics’ Savings Ban 
Moodus (Middlesex)............ Sena to East Haddam 
New Haven* (New Haven 
GEO. W. anes. 157 Church st. Prompt attestion 
to collections. Refers to Yale National Bank. 
LIVINGSTON Ww. CLEAVELAND, 69 Church st. (Long 
Distance Telephone.) Mercantile collections. 
— » Naticnal -* a s Bank. (See 


COMB & ARMSTRONG 
wuitco B & ARMSTRONG, ’ 21 Church st. Practice 


in State and Federal courts. Collections made 
and . pas remitted. Refer to First*and 
ational Banks. 
WM. A. S WRIGHT. Collections a specialty. Refers 
to First National Bank. 
Stamford (Fairfield)................... Curtis & we 
Stonington (New London).................. 
Water OE OS See L F. pte 
Windsor ae J. W. Johnson 
mevecnmbenenens: = 
ow, 
town* : ener néehansonen ROBERT é. yous ON 
efers to the Farmers’ Bank. 
ee & SPEND. cascoccsenscce W. F. Causey 
ve - New Castle) 


ROWNE, 926 Market street. Refers to 
Trust & fe Deposit Co. 


Seonriee 
HARRY eumons 5 @accesser to Lore & Emmons), 
Law + rs to any bank in the city. 
WILLARD § SA LSBURY, 3R., cc st. Refers 
to Union National Ban 


DISTRICT OF a 
WASHINGTON (Washington) 
JOHN A. BARTHEL, 221 434 st. Refers te Lincoln 
National Bank. 
THOS. H. a 472 Louisiana ave. Commercial 
a ae collections ne Renae” Refers to Na- 
ic. 

HENRY W WISE. GARNETT, 416 5th s. Collections a 
Tonal Refe Second National Bank. 
NATIONAL OLLECTION AGENCY (Bonded), 608 F 

t.. N.W. ~— — unsel. Re- 
fer to Fidelity ~t4 Con Maryland. 


FLORIDA. 
Apalachicola* (Franklin)................ 
em Sea H. ra! OLLIPHAN 
cial attention to commercial and real estate law. 
Goters te court officers and buriners houses here. 


Cedar K: Anvit Seoveceen Lutterloh, Ashby & Davis 
Gainesville* (Alachua)................ John W. Ashby 
acksonville* (Du 


Duval) 
COMMERCIAL LOAN & COLLECTION ASS’N, Law 
Exchange Bldg. Chas. S. Adams and Henry 
C. Goodell, Attorneys. Collection of claims a 


FLETCH ERE: WURTS. Attorneys for First National 
eet Florida. 






iicbbre neleteannnia D. Coulte 
Pensacola* (Escambia) ...........-.- ANDREW 1. ROSE 
=< for Bradstreet's. Refers to First National 
Bank. (See card.) 
St. Augustine* vow wns ecocesecsece W. W. Dewhurst 
weccccccccseccccese R. W. Williams 


eee ewww ee eweeeee 


Americus* (Sumter).................- EVAN T. MATHIS 
Commercial ~ and collections. ae toali banks. 
i BP weencvevecsscccesosaat Henry C. 'Cuck 


(Fulton) 
JOHN S. ‘gues Refers to Atlanta National 


Ban 
COMMERCIAL LOAN & COLLECTION ASS’N, 3% 
tehall st. Garrett & Neufville, Attorneys. 
Refers any bank or reliable business house 
in the city. 


Atlanta—Conrtinued 
CONSOLIDATED COLLECTION CO. Roby Robinson, 
Soeneta and Treasurer. References :—Any 
asiness oe in Atlanta. 
0. ee aM “Cc. HORTON, 2936 Marietta st. Special 
facilities for handling commercial litigation. 
RUSSELL & MOORE, 20z Law Bldg. Refer to a - 
tal City and Merchants’ Banks, Atlanta; Niles 
Tool Works Co., Hamilton, Ohio; Studebaker 
Bros. Manofacturing Co., South Bend, Ind. 


Augusta* (Richmond).......... STEED & GARLINGTON 
Refer to Georgia Loan & Trust Co., Asvesone, 
Bainbrid e* (Decatur) ............- John E. Donaldson 
Brunewic ‘caves. paeseseameaed JOHNSON & KRAUSS 

b & Traders’ B’k, Brunswick 





Sav. & Ke Co., A. Kiser & Bro., Glauber & Isaac. 






Buchanan* (Haralson) pkeeepens P. Robinson 
Carroliton* (Carroll)... Bobb & ~~ 
Cartersville* (Bartow). .................-- oe M. M 

Columbus‘ (Muskogee). . -WORRILL a Mek ICHAEL 


Attorneys for Columbus Southern Ry. Refer to 


Thi:d National Bank. 
Dalton* (Whitefield) ......... McCutchen & Schumate 
i? MED 06. inn dusapachassadecl E. A. Smith 
Fort Gaines* (Clay)............0.2-.se00- B. F. Dillard 
SS 5 as J. C. Boone 
ery Grove (Jackson) .............- R.L. J. Smith 
mo CWARG) a cn cocccccccocccecccesases D. M. Clark 
Ri” GRRNUID s cos ccncosesecscss Watts & Hickey 
rors (Bibb) 


ANDERSON & & sp ane 318 Second st. Attorneys 


m Co. 

COMMERCIAL LOAN a ‘COLLECTION ASS'N, 552% 
Mulberry st. James H. Blount, Jr., ‘Attorney. 
eter to Exchange Bank, 8S. Cecil & Co., Wo 

app, Waxelbaum & Son. 

GRACE ! & JONES, Masonic Bldg. Commercial and 
a law preferred. Refer to Exchange 


Bank. 

JOHN L. HARDEMAN. Refers to First National Bank. 
Montezuma (Macen)................---- J. M. DuPree 
POETY* (TISRANN) cccc cc cccccccccsccccceed C. C. Duncan 
Savannah* (Chatham) 

GRIFFIN & BROWN, Cor. Bull and Bay sts. General 

Attorneys for Commercial Loan & Collection 
Ass'n. fer to Chatham Bank and National 


Bank of Savannah. 

GEO. A. rir tad — Attorneys for Southern 
Bank of th of Georgia. 

NICOLSON & MCKETHAN. 9 and 10 Provident Bldg. 


An efficient collection department. Reter to 
the Citizens’ Bank. (See card.) 

Valdosta* (Lowndes) ............ Powhatan B. Whittle 
Waynesboro* (Burke)..... Lawson, Callaway & Scales 
IDAHO. 

Baten Glty* CARA) ..cccccescccssocesees Geo. H. Stewart 
| ee (AED) . 02 cpcocccccccnccccccscces J. H. Richards 

Pocatello (Bingham) .............. E. P. Blickensderfer 
Weiser* ( Washington) psktenbenbenaciunhied J.W. Ayers 
ILLINOIS. 

I ciccnctsitnmeinnnenncnaia J. P. HODGE 
Refers to “Alton Savings Bank. 

Ameer Gite occc cs cocccccovcsscceses Wooster & Hawes 

MT vcccscccccnensescssses H. O. Southworth 

Austin cena ae tiie ntinessetananiene <" a 

Beardstown (Cass).................0.---- 

meee ese (Meican) er. cALvIN RAYBURN 


Commercial law and collections. Remittance made 
day of = Counsel for the Bradstreet Co. 


Cairo* (Alexander). ..............-.- on & Leek 
Carbondale (Jackson)..............-...- . H. Caldwell 

P GED ccccccsccccccsecs D. Mack & Son 
Cham’ PD, cccasotecmsasnced T. J. Smith 
Chenoa (McLean)................---- See Bloomington 


CHICA GO* (Cook) 
W. C. ANDERSON, Suite 1120 and 1121 Chamber of 
Commerce Building. Commercial, corporation, 
— insurance C4 ae law. References 


nished on a acon Bidg 
—— ae. 
‘corpo g, Odes 


GEO. ‘B. CHAMBERLIN 
ns, comme 
‘ime as ov: stea te to Firet } Ni tional Bank. 
yette, Ind.) 
HUGH McINDOE, 70 La Salle st. Commercial litiga- 
tion and collections. 
Chillicothe (Peoria) .........-.-.-.-.--- Sen 
Danvers (McLean)..................- See Bloomington 
Danville (Vermillion)............. Penwell & Lindl 


= (Lee) ° 
Effingham* (Effingham)................- 


8. F. 
py OS eee R. M. IRELAND 
Refers to a heenneae Bank. 















_ 
) . Ben’ 

EE CI icc ccccncocccescvesoscacesd E. Sanfi 

Mound City* (Palas péneceniaaecseus Jos. P. Robarts 
Mount Carme!* (Wabash).............-.. Bell & Green 
Mount Carroll* (Carroll)...... seened C. B. Smith & Son 
Mount Sterling* (Brown).............. . J. McDonald 
Mount Vernon* (Jefferson).............--. C. H. Patton 
Leroy (McLean) ...........0.-.20--0- See Bloomington 
Lexington (McLean)................. See Bloomington 
Oregon* (Ogle)...........ees000- ecccccces Frank Bacon 
Ottawa*(La Salle).......s..-..« eesecess Rector C. Hitt 








PO GR oi cin.c cccckescesecs ROBERT L. b. MeKIRLAY 
=, ~i. ~y Edgar County National 


poo over sc & COVEY. M an the Covey Collection 
Agency. Comm and corporation law a 


HENRY C. PULLER and RICHARD H. RADLEY. At- 
viae for Anthony Loan & Trust Co. 
Queer Adams) 
L. E. EMM ONS. Jr. Refers to Ricker National B’k. 
PENICK & WALL. Collections remitted on dav of 
canton Prompt service. Notary in office. 


hampelgn) punveeenieuiieiabiad Thomas J. 
Ide A Galleaa nenecasesous Phillips & Wiedemann 
Rockford* (Winnebago)................ a W. SHOUDY 


Refera to People's Bank. (See ¢ 
Rock Island* (Rock Island) . CONNELLY s gonamy 
Refer 2 _— — banks and 


Saybrook (McLean).................. Tee y Tig 
Shelbyilon er (Shelby). --Moulton, Chaffee & Headen 
PRUSUED CERIN 0 se ccc sccndesecescscvencs D. Matney 


—_ eld* no 
STEVENS & LANPHIER. Practice in State and 
Federal Courts. Special attention to collections, 
real estate, corporation and commercial law. 
Reter to A Marine and Ridgely Na- 


tional 
Streator morte ng eseesesecceonseeseds Walter Reeves 
Sullivan* (Moultrie)................- Spitler & Hudson 


Sumner (Lawrence) 





Whitehall (Greene). 


General pract ce. Collections given special service. 
bi a= J.M. 


Woodstock* McHenry) 








i J y 
INDIANA. 

Anderson* (Madison)........ wy tat B. JACKSON 
Refers to Citizens’ Bank of An 

Angola* (Steuben).................. A. Bratton 

A GRERIERET cccncccccscccccecesecoss See Pl th 

AGREE? (IO GID) 2 cccccccoccccocccces ~ ™ Penfield 

Bourbon (Marshall)..................... See Plymouth 

Sf ee Geo. A. Knight 

Cambridge ty SRD scucconccoece W. F. Medsker 

Columbia City* (Whitley)................ E. K. Strong 

Columbus" ( holomew)..........JOHN W. MORGAN 
Refers to Irwin's Bank. 

Crawfordsville* (Montgomery)....... & Ristine 

Elkhart (Elkhart) ............. State & a 

Evansville* a ecebeses Owen 

Elwood (Madison) ....................-. H. F. WILLKIE 
Refers to ‘Citizens’ Exchange Bank. 

WeiemnGees CATER, cccccccccccecseccecess L. A. Cassell 


Fort + Werner a 
a _ mates to Hamilton and White Na- 


ALLEN ZOLLARS. Refers to Hamilton National 
Huntington* aaa cocccccses «++---B. F. Ibach 


er yt (Marion 
HE! -+4 J — ‘Rooms 1411 |r Bank Bldg. 


mons NEWB RGER & CURT! , Commercial Club 
Practice in Federal, State and Supreme 
Connie. Commercial and corporation law. Col- 
lection department. Stenographers, Notaries 
and long distance telephone in office. Refer to 

all or ye —_ Armour & Co., Chic: 

H. B. Clafi d Hanover Nat. Bank. N 
——., COLLECTION AGENCY, a - Block. 
Special attention to claims of manufacturers 
and jobbers. Reference :—Indiana National 


Bank, Indians polis. 
LEOPOLD G. ROTHSCHILD, 18% North Pennsyl- 





— st. Collections and commercial law. er 
o Merchants’ National Bank. 
SPAHR & "KINGSBURY. Collections and Commer- 
cial law. 
Inwood (Marshall)................. ----- 500 ye 
Kendallville (Nobve) 2. eoceve Theo. 
Kokomo* Howard)................ WILLIAM z MAPLE 
Commercial Law and the law of real y: 
I a Ti Citizens ws Howard ogy 
Looe (Tippecanoe) ............ . B. Chamberlin 
(ass) pasgebecusoneecteseel Nelson & Myers 
Ment ah. (Posey) eecesosscesenss William London 
Muncie* (Delaware)............. G & Silverburg 
Nappanee (Elkhart).................. . 5. McEntaffer 
BEE GE coucscscccccoconcs< Mitchell & McClintic 
—— GERACE). cccccccsccceseces R. B. Ogiesbee 


seousesseescessned Starr 
port* (Spencer)............. eeees M. Swan 
Shelbyville” (Shelby) coeesecescoesces Love & Morrison 
South Bend* (St. Joseph)............ J.D. HENDERSON 
Refers to First National Bank. 


Sullivan* (Sullivan) 

— D. LEACH. | jemaaac especially. 

itions. (See card. 

JOHN BAYS. Campania law and rae ne 
Teegarden (Marsbalb enccceseqses ncceens 
Terre Haute* (Vi 

Refer to National State 

orter) 


Hee eee eee w ware aaes 


ith 
RELLEY 


Heme ween ween ee eeeeees 


W: aepsceceee ye & N 
Worthington (Greene)........ ORE Shaw 



























































































































4 423? 





>>> 


smb COCO Syr 




















eet be Ge Ge rt rt Pt OOO 





BEHSSotmsas “ms 


= 
z 


~ 


<F 


ae6Rs bx 


THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 








INDIAN ledoeeuvevintess +" 
Ardmore Peg coccccceccccccoccces C. Thompson 


(Creek 
- SH CKELFORD, SHEPARD & SHACKELFORD. We 
= in ot in Cherokee, Creek and Geren ta ates 


ALBERT T. Cl We COOPER, Security Savings Bank Bldg. 
Refers to Cedar Rapids National Bank and 
Security Savings Bank. 

W. L. CRISSMAN. Kefers to Cedar Rapids National 

Bank. {Sen “ee ) 
Charles City* (Flo: Robert Eggert 
Cherokee* (Cherokee M. Waketield 
Council ay a" (Potiawattamnie Stone & Dawson 
Davenport” ( 

HEINZ & "FISHER. Refer to Farmers & Merchants’ 
Savi 

T. A. MURPHY, Whittaker Block. 
law a specialty. 

Des Moines* (Polk) 

CUMMIN»d & WRIGHT. Refer to Iowa National and 
Valley National Banks. 

DUNSHEE & ALLEN. Commercial and corporation 
law and collections. Prompt personal attention 
given to all business receiv Claims present- 
on day of receipt and report wade by return 
mail, berg and stenographer in office. 

A. A, McLAUGHLIN, 405 lowa Loan & Trust Bidg. 
Refers he | sa ings Bank of Lowa. 

D. W. WOOD Commercial oe a specialty. 
Le furnished upon request. 

Dubuque" (Dubuque).......... evccccccces A. P. Gibbs 
Eldora* (Hardin) Charles L. Hays 
Refers to City State Bank and Hardin Uo. Bank. 
Emmetsburg* (Palo Alto) McCarthy & Linderman 
Glen wood* (Mills) 8. Gilliland 

Hamburg* (Fremont) 
Iowa City~ ene 
Keokuk (Lee) 
Refers to State Central Savings Bank 
Knoxville* (Marion) .... 
Le Mars* (Plymouth). 
Maren (lowa) . 
Marsh wn* (Marabail). 
Mason City* Cerro Gordo) 
Mount ae (Ringgold) 
Nashua (Chickasaw) 
Nevada (Story) Le \. BUSHMAN 

Refers to — Farmers’ Bank of Nevada. 

H. 8. Winslow 


Newton* (Jas 
Ottumwa* (Wa Miciziroy & Roberts 

ompson 
oodin 


Commercial 


Rock Rapids* (Lyon).............. J.K. P. Th 
Bigourney* (Keokuk)..............--+-0- G. D. W 
x City* (Woodbu 
THOS. F. ‘BARBEE. ‘Refers to Adlai E. Stevenson, 
vice-president of United States, and Western 
Transfer Co., Sioux City. 
JAMES DOUGHTY. Commercial liti and col- 
lections. Refers to Northwestern Nat. Bank. 
T. P. MURPHY, Rooms 30-31 Metropolitan block. 
CHAS. K. WILLIAMS. Refers to Security National 
and Iowa Savings Banks. 
Storm Lake : Buena va 


ipton™ ( ).- 
aterloo* (Black Hawk).. 
Webster City* (Hamilton) ----.-WESLEY MARTIN 
Refers to Hamilton County Bank. 
Winterset (Madison) A.W. C. Weeks 


Stambaugh & Hurd 
. Parke Jones 


Belleville* (Republic).............. eecces W.T ito 
Beloit* (Mitchell) 

Bird City™ (Cheyenne) WORKS STINE 

Refers to Farmers & Merchants’ Bauk. 

Burlin * (Coffey) . Connal 

Columbus~* (Cherokee)..............--..- J.P. Perkins 

Conco Pulsifer & Alexander 

John V. Sanders 

GEO. P. MOREHOUSE 

Attorney. Refers to Morris County Bank. 
eccccecees M. W. Sutton 
oeeee---L. B. Kellogg 


D. F. CAMPBELL. Refers to all the banks at Fort 


HUMPHREY & HUDSON. Office in Union Block. 
yn law particularly. 


(Sheridan). 
Humboldt* (Allen). . 
Hutchinson* (Reno) .. 
Jetmore* (Hodgeman).. bcosseensase eenace Jno. 
Jewell ee oe e——_ bedbewneddessuas J. 2% 


John 
Kansas Cit a We tie) ecesce 
+ 320 Porvemouth Building. 


Larned* a 





Me nerson*(MePherson) 


) 8. W. 
Minneapolis* (Ottawa) George W. Hurley 
Mound City John W. Poere 
Newton" (Harvey).............--- - Willard Kline 
Norton" (Norton),..............- eae Thompson 
Osborne* (Osborne) hibch+osacedndbbade E. F. Robinson 
Ottawa* — endbastcdevacdeceness F. A. Waddle 
Paola* (Miami b WF 
Pittsburg (Crawford) 0. T. BOAZ 
Refers to National Bank of Pittsburg and First Na- 
tional Bank, both of ene 2 
-H. G. Laing 


2). Garver & Bond 
D. D. Temple 
--Hagan & Mackay 


Peewee een aneweeeeeeneee 


. W. Rose 
SAMUEL K. WOODWORTH 
Bank. 


St. Mary's (Pattawatomie) .- 
St. John* (Stafford 


Smith Centre* (Smith) 
Stockton* (Rooks) ........ 
Reference: Jay J. Smith, ‘banker. 
Topeka* (Shawne) * 
CALL & INGALLS. Refer to First National Bank, 
Bank of Topeka and Bradstreet Mercantile 


gency. 
JOHN H. COLLIER. Refers to Merchants’ National 


R. BROBST 


Wa Keeney* (Trego) 
Wellington (Sumner) 
Wichita" (Sedgwick) 
Refer to Sedgwick County Ban 
WinBeld® (Crewity)....... -ccccccecesccccce F. C. Hunt 
Yates Center* (Woodson) W. H. Slavens 


KENTUCKY. 


Bowling Green* (Warren) W. W. Mansfield 
Covington* (Kenton) Simmons & Simmons 
Franktort* (Franklin)..... sciees seen _ W. Lindse: 
Grayson (Carter)...........-...-.+---- . D. GREGOR 
Henderson* (Henderson)..........S. B. “i R. D. VANCE 
Attorneys for Ohio Valley Bank. Refer to same. 
Leningiene (Fayette).... KENTUCKY COLLECTING CO. 
H. E. Ross, Counsel. Refers to any bank in city. 
LOUISVILLE* (Jefferson) 
AVRITT & POSTON, 79 Louisville Trust Co. Bldg. 
General practice in State and Federal courts. 
Refer to Lonisville Banking Co., Louisville 
Trust Co. and Fidelity Trast & Safety Vault Co. 
BARNETT, MILLER & BARNETT, Cor. 5th & Market 
sta. ‘Attorneys for Louisville Banking Co. and 
German Bank. Practice in State and Federal 
—— qm insurance and corporation 


BRIGHT & BRANDEIS, Cor. Fifth and Jefferson sta. 
— Third National Bank and German 


ce Bank. 
WALTER “DARBY 78 Trust Bldg. Notary Public. 
ommercial law a specialty. 
ROGERS & toh 322 Fifth ave. Refer to Third 


al k 
we. ¥ WATTS, Cor. Fifth and Main sts. Refers to 
Louisville *Bankin Co., German Bank and 
German Insuiance Bank. (See ~ vr .) 


Newport* (Camp! 

Owensboro* (Daviess) 
(Late U.S. Attorney, District of Kentucky). Prac- 
tice in State and Federal Courts. Refers to First 


a ‘ J. P. Hornada 
Uniontown (Union).......... ROBERT G. BYRN 


Refers to Bank of Uniontown. 
Winchester* (Clark) 


LOUISIANA. 
Donaldsonville* (Ascension) a Maurin 
Marksville* ert ma 
Monroe* (Ouachita)...... seecceseocsecss = io 
New Orleans* ——a 
SIDNEY BRADFORD, 35 Carondelet st. Collections 


zPh A.W ° 

ee N WOLFSON, 6 Carondelet st. Commercial 
he practice. 

Rayville" (Richland) ROBT. WHETSTONE 

Shreveport* (Caddo) Leonard & Thatcher 


Auburn* (An 
Augus 
Bangor* (Penobscot). 


) ecccececcceces J. W. Mitchell 


Ch field (W Ww so 
cS) eld (Was m).. 
were (Penobscot). eto 
——= (Washington) 
fers to any k in city or any county official. 
Toston thatemonaas Speer M. Drow 
m (An 
Portland* (Cumberiand) 
98 Exchange street. 
Ee C. E. & A. S. Littlefield 
Geo. E. G@ 





MARYLAND. 


Anna 
ALTIMO (Baltimore) 
—a pemente~ od & CO., St. Paul and Baltimore 
tile law and collections. 


References 
Piro National Bank of Baltimore, 
National Exchange Bank and Western National 


See card on front -) 
SAMUELS. E BOGGS. imore. (Se card o National Bank. 


Law ts 
BONDED COLLE iON “AGENCY, Daily Record 
ie. — to Fidelity "& Deposit Co. of 
aT card on front page.) 
PARRY E Downs, , 402, 403, 418 Law Bidg. Com- 


mercial ration matters solicited. 
E a & pt MAN, 220 to 222 Equitable Bldg. 
W.H hye ones ’ Protective 


Credit & 

UNITED LAW A & Cottection. ASS’N, 649 and 651 
Equitable ~~ We. and §. John 
Lion, Counsel; Chas ‘t. Green, gr. (See card.) 

(Harford) 


Air* 

FRANK A. HANCOCK. Commercial litigation. Col- 
lections. Refers to Second National Bank. 

8. a = 9 Refers to Second National Bank of 


Cambridge” (D (Dorchester ) 
Refers to Dorchester National Bank. 


Barnstable* ( Barnstable 
BOSTON* (Suffolk) 
HERBERT L. BAKER, pee Devenaiine st. Refers to 


Broad National 
ae _ ‘BATES, 67 Equitable a Refers to 
ational Bank of Westboro: ugh. 
JOHN “HASKELL gone, Globe Bldg 244 Wash- 


rs iy See card.) 
— TER & tow 10 Tremont st. Commercial 
and corporation law. Refer to Old Colony 


Trust 
— CHURCH, 1 1 Beacon street. 


t Heirs 
FARNSWORTH & CONANT: Sears Bldg. Collections 
Bi Reference:—Freeman’s Nat. Bank. 
LYND HARDING & LYNDE. 68 Cornhill. 
MERCANTILE LAW oe. oS Bedford street. B. K. 
ner t= 4A, to Mount Vernon 


womki— ys 
READ'S LE LEGAL & MERCANTILE AGENCY. A. H. 
Read, General 


W. F. & W.S. ——— 7 W. 
to Hide & National (See card.) 
SPRAGUE & WASHBURN. 105 Sumner st. Refer to 
Mount Vernon National Bank. (See card.) 


N. H. Jones 
W. F. &W. S. a 
nee (See card.) 


Pittefield* (Berkshire)..................--E.M. Wood 
William 


G. A. Pattie 
R. Anderson 


Geo. S. Littlefield 

RICE, KING & RICE 

Refer to any bank or business house here. (See card.) 
MICHIGAN. 


. W. Bennett 


Bay City* (Be ween eae ePANNERE 
V)-----. ecamenponces 
Conmaseele li and ions. Real estate. 





Weassecencccece Harvey D. Eaton 


Thomaston (Knox)....... Adtoecconnses J h E. Moore 
W: Kennebec) ave : 


Court. Le py a 
Bank and Second Nat. Bank. 
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Bellaire’ (Antrim)...................- Leavitt & Guile 
Benton Harbor (Berrien)................-- A. Plummer 
Croewell (Sanilac). ................... Wilford Maciem 





DETROIT* (Wayn' 
BOWE a GLAS & WHITING, 80 to 85 Moffat 


METCALF a HATCH, Attorney and Manager of 
The Credit & Collection Co., hy — 
House be Refers to John L. Harper & 
bankei d Dime Savings Bank. (See rae 5 

on E. ROBSON, 603 Hammond Bldg. Refers to 

oit National Bank. (See card. 

SNYDER & DUCHARME, 28 Buhl Block. Practice 
in all courts. Collectiors promptly — 
>. a to Fletcher Hardware Co. and 

8 Savings Bank. 

SULLIV " & MASON, 410-411 Hammond Bldg. Re- 
fer to State Savings Bank. (See card.) 

PHILIP T. VAN ZILE, 413 Hammond Bldg. Personal 
attention = to every collection. Special 
facilities for making collections in the State. 
Refers to Detroit — Bank, and Bankers’ 
National Bank, Chicago. 


















































































































































_ Maton Rapids (Eaton).................-.- J. M, Corbin 
Flint* (Geneseo).....................WILLIS S. MEADE 
ers to First National Bank. (See card.) 
Frankfort (Benzie)...........  .......- . R. Chandler 
Gladwin* —. SE eee J.T. Campbell 
Grand ida* (K: 














nt) 

BOLTWOOD & ‘BOLTWOOD, Rooms 28, 29. 30 and 31 
Old Houseman Building. Refer to Old National 
Bank of Grand Rapids. 

anes MORRIS. Rooms 17 and 18 Morris Bldg. 

pecial attention to fire insurance litigation. 
weer & PERKINS, Michigan Trust Co. Building. 
Reference :—National City’Bank. 

TAGGART, KNAPPEN & DENISON, 811-817 Michi- 
gan Trust idg. General practice. Cor- 
poration. commercial law and collections. Refer 
to Grand Rapids National Bank. 

oe ol (Houghton)..............-- Albert R. Gray 
BG (HURRIED. oo ccncsccesccesnncccceses uy. = = —— 
Ispheming (Marquette) ............- 

Jackson (Jackson)......... Z FORREST C. BADGLE 

102 West Main street. 

— esvewseas Boudeman & Adams 
mann. 


“CHASE. Special attention Re commercial 
and real estate law. Notary with seal. Refers 
of the four banks in the city. 
wooo a 00D. Refer to E. Bement & Sons, City 
National and Ingham County Savings Banks. 












































































































































Marquette* (Marquette).................... 2 . a 
Midland* (Midland)................... M. H 
eye (Muskegon) ............ R. a. WacDONALD 
concccccccecesesoscese hton 
3 eee see 








os. E. 
Romeo (Macomb)..............-.-- Cc.  s THORING ON 
ey to Citizens? National Bank. 


E). I DEMOREST, Eddy Bldg. (East Side.) Prac- 
— in all —_ 8. ——e and commercial 
aw a specialty oroughly equip collec- 
- _dopertment. Refers - Second oe 
d Savings Bank of East Sagina 

JENNER fe “MORSE, 1- 2 Heavenrich Block (EastSide). 

fers to People’ 8s Savings Bank. (See card ) 
WOOD & JOSLIN, 4, 5 and 6 Merrill Block, opposite 
Court House Sa. General civil practice in 7 

courts. Refer to all banks, county officials and 
wholesale houses in the city. ell-equipped 

collection department. 

rr rT Cc. L. Hall 
Sault Ste. Marie* (Chippewa)........ ‘McMahon & Oren 
Sturgis (St. Joseph)...........WM. M. ALLMAN & CO. 
Collection a sa Send your collections to us and 



































































































































save litigation 
Three Rivers (St. ‘Tooeph). R. R. Pealer & Geo. E. Miller 
West Bay City (Bay) .........-.-......-- See Bay City 
West Branch* (Ogemaw) ............- T. L. Snod, 
Yosilanti (Washtenaw) cpatecnsiekbannanen D. C. Griffin 

MINNESOTA. 

Albert Lea* (Freeborn).......... eeccsseses £. C. 
Cg. eae L D. 
Brainerd (Crow Wing)...........-..--- G. W. Holland 
Canby (Yellow Medicine)........... Geo. 
— St. 











(St. Louis) 
o Ve a agen First National Bank pate. “Mer- 
— =— » See tion and — Refers 
ank of Duluth. e a ) 

LARDNER & MIDDLECOFF, 211- 212 Torrey Bldg. 

Att’ys for Security Bank of Duluth. (See card.) 
RICHARDSON & DAY. Commercial and mo: je 

collections a specialty. Refer to any ban 

Duluth, and St. Paul National — St. Paal. 





















































Varibault* (Rice) ..........ccccecccee savings A. Mott 
Fergus Falls (Otter —_— ececccsccesccss J. P. Williams 
Glencee (McLean)...........-.-.0-2-2---- F. R. Allen 
Hendereon* (Sible ey) ee see eeeniis W.H. Leeman 
cong aon > ie ~= evcccccncccccccccs J.D. Van Dyke 











in) 

MinIFIELD & F & FIFIELD, 611 Lumber eae. Mer- 

cantile law and collections (See card.) 

LAWRENCE, TRUESDALE & CORRISTON ew. 

“rence, Hiram U. Truesdale, Frank T. 
riston), 236 to 242 Boston Block. Atterneys 
for First National Bank. 

THE UNITED CLAIM AGENCIES. A. A. Anderson, 
Attorney, Manager. Collections in all parts 
of America and Europe receive prompt atten- 
tion. Practice in ali courts. Notary in office. 
Refer to Germania Bank. 

-- Lynder. oy —_ 


Edwi 
HENRY C. "BUTLER 





























































































Rochester* as... 
Refers to First National Bank. 




















St. Paul* (Ramsey) ..........-....-.--- 4. F. HILSCHER 
412 face York Life Build'g. Berens to Merchants 







National Bank. (See card.) 
St. Peter* (Nicollet) ...................--- A. A. Stone 
Stillwater hd ashington).......... Clapp & McCartney 
Winona* (Winona)...............-....- B. WEBBER 
Attorney for Merchants’ Bank of this by 
MISSISSIPPI. 

Aberdeen* (Monroe)..... .-G. C. Paine 
Holly Spring” (Marshal RF, Pant 
) jpring* (Marshall) .-R. F. Fan 

eridian* (Lauderdale). ..... --. J. R. McINTOSH 
Natchez* ne: peeseccesooscconses Ernest E. Brown 
Rosedale* (Bo! 


Bolivar) 
CHAS. & A. Y. “SCOTT. (Chas. Scott, President Bank 
of Rosedale.) 
MOORE & JONES. Refer to Bank of Rosedale. 


Vicksburg* (Warren)........ ------Dabney & MoUabe 
MISSOURI. 

ton ( BDcncnccccenescoccocesesanses P. Nerman 

Bans ville: {Ocepen) pnesnensesedeonne We i Per dieton 

Carrollton* (Carroll)......... Lozier, Painter & Morris 

Carthage* (Jasper) .........-.-.. Harrison & Harrison 

Chillicothe* (Livin, — eeeeey Davis, WS & —_ 







—— pen are: . Fisher 

ore OME... .occccccsccese -Galon Spencer 
EK eg Y¥* (Jackson) 

CHAS TADAMS., New York Life Bldg. Refers to 

Met litan National Bank. 

seaad  S 1GGS, Suite 3-4 Long Bldg. Refer to 

litan National Bank and Bradstreet's. 

CHAS. I USSEY, 515 Main st. Commercial and 


corporation law. Refers to any bank. 
EDW. = REYNOLDS, 417 American Bank Building. 


er Inter-State Collection A ay 
Macon City" ¢ WD 6 eccvcssetcenaeneen E. Guthrie 
Maysville (DeKalb).............. Robt. A. Hewitt, Jr. 
Moberly* —— bedideoesaemnnel Forrest G. Ferris 
Neosho (Newton)...........2eeee-e------ . Hubbert 
Osceola* (St. Clair) speabeddimankeeee George H. Daniel 
Poplar Bluff* (Butler) ...........-..-..--- . — LENTZ 


Refers to any business house = Poplar 
St. Joseph* (Buchanan)....... UBER & CRANDALL 
er. — -American Bazk Ball ain ing. 


= — gS nes hey gy Building. Reference: 

oeRnir i 1, ign ‘BROEK, 304 North Sth st. Refers 
State Bank. (See card.) 

Te: illis S. a 

eS B. Burks 


Collections a 
and county officers, 





ractice. 


eld* (Greene) 
JOHN D. BECK. 


Getieral 






specialty. Refers to judges 
Bpringte d. 
GIDEON & GIDEON. Refer to C. B. Holland’s Bank, 
Central National and Greene County Banks. 
Stewartsville (De Kalb) ..................- . F. Clark 
8 SD decdcanenasvesnsseesundeas T.s Carter 
DUREEOR® (GSUREG cc cccccccccsccccccccccce W. E. Clark 
|< mc fl (Putnam)............- Beverly H. P Spark 
arrensb (SERMBIR) ccocccccconcssccese 8. 
Webb City (Jasper)................- Wittich & Saou 
MONTANA. 
Billings* (Yellowstone)...................- G. A. Lan 
Butte City* (Silver Bow)............... M. Kirkpatrick 
Great F: (Cascade) .... LARGENT & HUNTOON 


Commercial litigation a special feature. - card.) 
Hamilton (Missouia)..............-.. Robert A. O'Hara 
Helena* (Lewis & Clarke)...... F.N. &S.H. WeINTIRE 

Gold Block. Commercial matters particul 
Whute Sulphur Springs” (Meagher)..A. N.C. yum 


NEBRASKA. 


Home 
ak and Equitable Build'g & Loan Ass'n. 
ore) -++-----.J0hn D. Carson 

---.W. D. Griffin 






ae » &. i 
ieee eee minal THOS. H. MATTERS 
se Refers to ry - end — and Union State Banks. 
Hastings* (Adams):................. . A. HARTIGAN 
Refers oy pe Banking Co. 
Hayes Centre” (Hayes)...........--.+---- C. A. Ready 
Kearney* port seawe seukeKencesneet John E. "‘Sechar 
Lincoln* ( 


iter) 
COFFIN asi STONE, 1104 O st. Refer to Columbia 
National Bank. 
HARWOOD, AMES & PETTIS. sper for First 
National Bank 


— ~7 pv Ming eee err W. SEYMOUR 
x ‘Astormey, Us U. s Seana pe Not Public. 
Rathe® (Lambe). ccccccocccccece J. 8S. Hoagland 
Oaktaie™ (Antelope) pébssvasecsebeseueeee 7 ‘B. Putney 


Omaha* (Doug! 
— 8.1 LOBINGIER. Refers to Omaha National 


WALTERS COLLECTION CO. (Incorp.) First Nation- 

al Bank Building. Chas. E. vr President. 

= PRitivcesstccnnncasmacsdekide M. UTTLEY 
Refers to E)khorn Valley Bank. 

Ord* (Vali THOMAS L. HALL 

Refers to Ord State B’k and ee —_ of Burwell. 

Pawnee City* (Pawnee)...............-- Story & Story 








————=s 


Rushville* (Sheridan) ..............+-.--- W.. W. Wood 
ra ws MDs saccee aenesetanscaber ¥. M. No 
PCED < acucncenccasanksassetiann Geo. W. 
NEVADA. 
City* (Ormsb:’)....... ocehecasdenspedbin T. ( 

i. 2 Es Baker & we 

We GUN ODs cosccecedsccceseccess I. W. Whitchee 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Andover (Merrimack)..............+..+- o. w. an 

Bristol (Grafton).............. .2.-20-- 

Concord* (Merrimack).................-- Ww. na WY HARDY 
Commercial law and coll-stions. Refers to Frank. 
lin National — 

Dover* (Straftord)........... ..... Send to Great Falls 

Franklin (Merrimack) crinihia di ae BARNARD 
Mercantile litigation a papectes 

Frankhn Falls (Merrimack) ......... ” Send to Frankia 
| ee tchell & Lib 

Great Fale BtralesG) .cccccccccce ses WM. F. RUSSE 


Refers to Somersworth National and Somersworth 





Savings Banks of this city. 
Keene* (Cheshire).............. & Faulkner 
Manchester (Hillaboroagh coccecccs Alpheus C. Osgood 
Nashua* om ery Pp etosescssecs J. McK: 
Newport* Poe sconnccococcossgeseens A.8. W 
William H. Paine 
Send to Great Falls 
Somersworth (Strafford)........... Send 3 ++ Falls 
Whitefield (Coos).............. ween Wright 
Wolfborough (Carroll)........... ccecce C. Fer 
hn ae, } ——€ 
oa sbury Park n)..Sen hemes > Jersey Ci 
Park (Monmouth)........... 4 Frevhold 
c City* (Atlantic).............. “Chas ~ * A Becks 
Bayonne ype Send to R.B. Saymens, Jersey City 
WEIRETO” (WERTER) cc ccccccocccosces a =. — 
libaven (Daclin isouceienseana 
Bound Brook (Somerset).......... 7. — ANDERSON 
Master in Chancery and Notary Public. 
Camden* (Cainden).................. Bergen & Bergen 
Hleabott ae —— May)...... Jas M. E. Hildreth 
pbswewdsebeuaed RICHARD F. HENRY 
0 Broad sweet. 


Flemin m* (Hunterdon).............. 
Freehold* (Monmouth) 
Refers to Central National Ban 


Harrison (Hudson) S ‘Send to R.B.Seymour, Jersey City 
Hoboken (Hudson) John C. Besson 
Jersey City* (Hudso: 
JOHN H. ALMER. Fuller Bldg. Commercial litign 
tion a specialty. Refers to First National Bank. 
R. B. SEYMOUR. Commercial law and organization 
of corporations in this State. Refers to First 
National Bank. (See card.) 
Matawan (Monmouth)............... Sen 
Mount -y ® oo ececeoes Walter A. Barrows 


Newark’ ( x) 
DANIEL F. BYRNE, 22 Clinton street. Collections 
523 Prudential gt Refers te 


a specialty. 
W. C. DAMRON, 
ptterneye ‘« Agencies’ Ase’n, 206 Broadway, 
JOHNSON & Lae 763 Broad st. Refer to Mer 
chants’ National Bank. 
JOHN WHITEHEAD, 622-623 Prudential Building. 
U. 8. and Su ame + peepennene 


New Brunswick* ( 
VAN CLEEF, DALY. . WOODBRIDGE. « Poternen at. 
Essex OSEPH K 


GRcncsecdccesacacassunan . FIELD 
— ee RAYTON E. HORTON 

1 Ellison st. Refers to ron National Bank. 
Plainield RS: REED & CODDINGTON 

ldg. Refers to it National Bank. 

_. (Uahae) ..ccccccccccccccccoces _— LUPTOR 
Red Bank (Monmouth)............. legate & 
Somerville* (Somerset)............ Gee! Ww. ANDERS N 


Master in es and Notary Pablic. 
— Sis kicunekesidansnniiaieel . S. MILLS 
poe nas Ng Justice of the Peace; Commis- 
of Deeds. Collections a s 
Woodbridge een a. CPHRALIA CUTTER 
Mercantile law a specialty. 
Woodbury* dleesnan bcesenseseeesed ---.Lewis Starr 


NEW MEXICO. 


sens. (Bernalillo).............R. W. D. BRYA® 


First National Bank. 
Dicsrcocssocsavess suseued Olin K. Smith 
Santa Fe* (Santa Fe)..... sosesesee eeceeses . B. Sloan 
peduedcbeoweda eeeeeeeeeJd» D, Brooks 
NEW YORK. 
aay CO ene MILLS & Geveee 


weddle ta Corporation and commercial la 
Reter to National Exchange Bank. 


Amsterdam(Montgomery). Westbrook, Burke & Hoover 
Auburn* (Onyeant seeeee Underwood, Storke & Seward 
—— py oe bbb eaniehuduaiias Wa. E. Webster 


ne iton* (Broome) 
a ARMS. General Practice. Courts. 
—- SPERRY & VAN CLEVE, a, aeige Bank 
an 


Refer to Merchants 
Brockport ( Send to Rochester 
Brooklyn* (Kings 
GE RGE F. eeLLIOTT, Garfield B 


MOREHOUSE & FISH, 16 Court st. "Cennearcial and 


on law. 
Baffalo* ( 
— = BRocan, Re. Brie Coun Sovines Bank 
ALES nd tS Ao e Bank. 
as .s & CLAREN EU. CARRUTH, 6: 32. White 
Collections and ion law. 
tions taken. Refer to City Bank. 
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Buflalo—Continued. 
ee Ay a Lam 24 West Seneca st. Attorneys 


f Commerce. 
HULL ast STUART, Erie County Bank Bldg. Com- 
mercial law and collections. Refer to Fidelity 
Trust & Guarantee Co. 
Ne CREDIT CO., A. N. MacNabb, Mer. 
84 White Bldg., 298 Main st. Collections, ete. 
Refers to Bank of Commerce. 


Refers to First National Bank and Postmaster of 
Cortland. 


Dunkirk (Chantanqua + phan & SAYLES 
Commercial, corporation and real es' 
Elmira* (Chemun, ss LOWMAN ry BYRNE 


. Bachman 

Send to Cortland 
Send to Rochester 
. F. B. Chase 


. .Bootey, Fowler & Weeks 
AYETTE E. MOYER 

to Bradatroct s and the Johnstown Bank. 
&G.W. Bowen 
JOHN P. KELLAS 


Lockport* bY 
Malone (Frank ~w 
Refers to People’ 
Marathon ap mn -” Send ° Cortland 
Middletown (Orange R. TAYLOR 
15 North st. 
Moant Vernon (Westchester). ponies & Crawford 
New Rochelle (Westchester) MORRIS F. KANE 
Refers to Bank oi New Rochelle. 
NEW YORK* (New York) 
we. P *. reese + safe 0 at. and 3059 Third 
n 
CARTER, HUGHES & DWIGHT, 96 Broadway and 


treet. (See card.) 
3. B. CONKLING, 136 Liberty st. Counselor and 
= Depositions carefully taken. Refers 
Henrv Nichols, banker, 60 Broadway. 
wuuits HEIDERMAN, 3070 Third avenue. "Refers 
‘0 Germania Bank. 
MOREHOUSE & FISH, 206 Broadway. Commercial 
and corporation law. 
Collections, Patents, Trade-Marks, Copyrights, Etc. 
wer ELLIOTT LAW CO., 206 Broadway. (See 


EQUITABLE MERCANTILE AGENCY, Temple Court. 
oem ee 16 years in business; 


nces. 
CHAS “WAHLERS. 119 Nassau st. Patents Trade- 
Marks, Copyrights. (See card.) 


pny I = - mane, Louis Hasbrouck 


pew. Cul CULLINAN. Refers to the Firat National Bank. 
Wi. H. GARDENIER, 5 Fitzhue Bidg., East First st. 
(Weatchester) . Baxter 

ee 


ie (Dutchess) “WARTIN HEERMANCE 
District Attorney of Dutchess county. Refers 
to any bank in Dutchess county. 

Rhinebeck (Dutchess) Martin Heermance 

Rochester* (Monroe) CASSIUS C. DAVY 
commercial and banking law. At 

torney for East Side Savings Bank 
——- 


) BERT WHI TTAKER 
ctor in Sosa Bank and trustee in Sauger 


aay oe Jacob W. Clute 
pm cate Send to Rochester 


use* Onondaga) 

BENEDICT & THOMSON, 418-420 Kirk block. Refer 
to Bank of Syracuse. 

MESSENGER & FARMER, 419-421 ‘‘The Bastable.” 
Commercial and one x Ww. 

WILKEN & SARGENT Kirk block. Collec 
tions a specialty. 

WILSON & WELLS, 8 Larned Bldg. Refer to Bank 
of —— (See card.) 

ONN'P CURL CURLEY, 68 & 70 Congress st. Special at- 

tention given to collections and commercial law. 

GURDON G.SHRAUDER. Mercantile and corpora 
| law a specialty. 

AYLESWORTH & SHUMWAY. Refer to Central Bank 


of Onei 
EDWARD H. WELLS, 33-85 Mann Bldg. References 
if desired. 


hin, ) 
WhitePiains* (Westchester) . 
Yonkers (Westchester) 


NORTH CAROLINA. 
oes S. BRADSHAW 


P. A. 3. A. CUMMINGS 


) 
& KEERANS. Commercial 
collections a specialty. Refer to First 
National Bank. 
Fi ne gp ee eesccosode’s John S. Shaw 


ccc cccccoccccccels 


‘stevie SMA ‘MARSHALL 
Kellogg 





a fy (Garry) GEO. W. rane 
a 's National Bank, Winston, N. 
Raleigh (Wak Jno 


Shelby ( Cleveland) Gidney & Webb 
Statesville* (Iredell) MACKETT 

Refers to Wallace Bros., merchants A “bankers. 
Williamston* (Wilkes) J. E. Moore 
Wilmington* (New Hanover) 


Iredell Meares 
NORTH DAKOTA. 
Bismarck* (Burleigh) Frank V. Barnes 
De nccimnaiteaial i. B. EATON & CO. 


Devil's Lake* (Ramse 
Refer te First and Union Nat. —— Grand Forks. 
Dickinson™ (Stark). ode ALBERT J. BURNETT 
Collections a spud. Refers 10 First 7“ Bank. 


ey oa pedand ghesedsedadanekenane A. T. COLE 


Fer int A. HILDRETH, Red River Valley mg Bank 
Bldg. Refers to Hon. Alfred T homas, Judge 
— a District Court, and Hon. Alfred 
Supreme Court. 
FRED 3 MORRI L. fers to First and Red River 
ey National Banks. 
Grand Forke’ (Guana Forks) J}. B. EATON & CO. 
Refer to First and Union National Banks. 
Northwood (Grand Forks) —— N. MORPHY 
Refers to State Bank of North 


OHIO. 
Akron* (Summit) 

E. C. HOUSEL, 109 South Howard st., Rooms | & 2. 
Special attention given to collections and com- 
mercial law. Refers to First National Bank. 

eS & OTIS. Especial attention to commercial 

Refer to Second National Bank and 
Standard Hardware Co., Akron, O.; and Ferd. 
, president American Cereal Co., 


WELSH eee tae Refer to Akron Savings Bank 
and Second National Bank 
Amherst (Lorain) See a 
Cambridge* (Guernsey) .. DAVID OKEY 
Canton* (Stark FRANK P. KIBLER 
Refers to the Farmers’ Bank. & card.) 
Carrollton* (Carroll)........... --Holder & Oglevee 


CINCINNATI”* (Hamilton) 

COBB & HOWARD. Bl are Building. Members 
Assoviated Law lection Offices. Refer 
to Second and Fourth National Banks. 

BENJAMIN H. COX, 54 West Fourth st. Corpora- 
tion and commercial litigation. Refer to Merch- 
ants’ National Bank. 

DAVID JAS. DAVIS, 99 West Fourth st. 
National Collecting Co. (See card.) 

— ° LEVY, Chamber of Commerce Building. 
Refer to Fourth National Bank. 

MITCHENER & — 5 West Fourth st. 

Cleveland ( Come 

E. W. GOD ARDS 24 Superior st. Refers (by per- 

mission) to First National Bank 

JAS. M. WILLIAMS, 204 — st. Commercial 
law collections. positions. Refers to 
~~ —_ Union National Banks and Savings 


JOHN 0. r WINSHIP, Blackstone Block. Refers to 
eland — mal Bank. 


Clev 

Columbus* (Frankli 

EARNHART & SWARTZ, Wesley Block. No’ h 
se ope a specialty. Refer to ~ a City 

k and Fifth Avenue Savings Ban 

MADISON H. HAYTHE. Special fevilities for mer- 
cantile matters. Refers to Commercial Na 
tional, Fourth National and Merchants & Man- 


ufacturers’ Banks. 

MERCHANTS & MANUFACTURERS’ INTERNATION- 
AL CREDIT BUREAU. Special facilities in the 
Petey cities “4 the control of collections. 


THOMPSON. 1 CARTER 8 & ULREY, 105% Soath High 
st. References:—Merchants & Manufacturers’ 
Bank and Brooks, Butler & Co., bankers. 


(Mon 
WE. BEECULY, Davis Bldg. OBetions and com- 
mercial law. (See card page Be 
c.W. Maeno Callahan Block a 
nal Bank and W. P. Callahan & Co. 
orTsCHALL & - oe Odd Fellows’ Temple. Re- 


ban 
GEO. H. WOOD, 38-39 Callahan Bank Bldg. Collec 
* tions and commercial law a specialty. Refers 
to the City — Bank and the * = acker Co. 
Defiance* (Defiance E. ORCUTT 
Commercial law onl collections. ae to Defiance 


banks. 

Delphos (Allen) . Reeve 

Dennison (Tuscarawas) . ELSON 
Refer to Dennison Deposit Bank 

Elyria* (Lorain) IRVING H. GRISWOLD 
gg a =: Refers to First National 





Manager 


ee ‘Guiwiaines . eR DE 


mre $s. BUNKER, 318 Madison street. Refers to 
Bradstreets’ 
THOMAS DUNLAP, 241 Superior street. Refers to 
Second Bank. 
Uhrichsville, (Tuscarawas) 





Van Wert* (Van Wert) G. L. MARBLE 
Refers to Van Wert National Bank. 
Wilmington* (Clinton 


oe G. P. THORPE 
fers to an 
oungstown* a" Glahoning).- P —_ 


, soot \ ncn EWING 
Zanesville* ‘Ofus a}... ..-MeDERMOTT & ADAMS 
First Nat. Bank Bidg. Refer to all banks in city. 


po saa TERRITORY. 
Guthrie* ( Sa & eases 
Refer to ‘ia and Guthrie Nat. Banks. (See card.) 
BOYNTON & SMITH 
Commercial 


0} 
& Martin 
Stillwater* fy Fh. WORKMAN 


_— 
Portland* (Multnomah) 
— & EMMONS, 609 to 612 Chamber of Com- 


ree building. 
GEO. H H. MILL, 626627 Chamber of yyw: 
Salem* (Marion) John A 


F< - eae 
A TORRIS' L. KAU mn. a to Lehigh Valley 


Trust & Safe Deposit 
JAS. L. SCHAADT, Dist. Attorney for hah may. 
Refers to Allentown or Second National Banks. 


(Blair) 
J. &. Poy we wes Commercial Law and Collec- 
tions tively. Solicitor for First National 
Bank of Altoona. 
HORACE G. STOVER, Rooms 6 & 7, Nicholson Bldg. 
Refers to First National Bank. 


) « O. Lantz 
Lock Haven* (Clinton) .............- ; °R. TOUNGMAN 
Commercial matters given special attention 
om Chunk* (Carbon) 
eadville* (Crawford 


Castle* (Lawrence) 
Refers to National Bank of a 
Norristown* (Montgomery 


SHRIVER, BARTLETT &Co. (Alten C. Middleton me 
_ D. na oy 433, 437 Chestnut 


A.J. ry L ‘h BAMBERGER, 606 a st. ~~~ 
commercial law and collections. Refer 
an Bank and John Wana- 


onal-Wall Paper Ca Co. 

3. R. “CASSEL ace othe Bldg. Coens, 
= reial law and collections. fers to P. P P. 
unford, cashier Nationa] Bank of Republic. 
FIDELITY COLLECTION B — 625 Drexel Bldg. 


GLOBE TWencantite LE AGENCY. Incorp.) Provident 
Bld G. A. Wells, Mgr. w and mercantile 
——- and conveyancing. Bank 


and commercial reference. 
EDWARD F. HOFFMAN, 715 Drexel Building. 
JAS. C. SELLERS $, Drexel Bidg. Refers to Provident 
Life & Trust Co. (See amas 


WAGNER & yen 251 South Fourth st. Refer - 
R. G. Dun & Co. The Mercantile Agency, at 
any office. 


TTTSBURG* ( eny) 
JOSEPH BRIEL, 94 Diamond st. Refers to Anchor 


Sa’ 
JOHN B. APMAN, 170 Fourth ave. Corporation 
and commercial law. Refers to Columbia Na- 


tional Bank. 
es & BENTON, 91 Fifth ave. Collections and 
er to Columbia National Bank. 
SAMU LJ. GRAHAM, ee oe Commercial, 
probate law and collecti 
J. x WALLACE. Refers to ‘Fasuere’ Deposit Na- 
tional Bank 


Sctteme, 


FRANK T. OKELL. Commercial law. Refers to 
Scranton A. Bank. 

PATTERSON & WILCOX. Referto Traders’ National 
and First National Banks. 


M. F. SANDO, Dime Bank Bidg. Refers to 
Deposit & Discount Bank ati Serentte Savings 
Bank & Trust Co. 





MORDECAI & GADSDEN, 
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Scranton—Con 
Cc. S. WOODRUFF, New Republican Bldg. Refers 
me Deposit t & Discount Bank and Third 


National Bank. 
* (Northumberland)........HARRY S. KNIGHT 
ers to a Payne & McCormick, bankers, 


Titarcile (Crawford). --oo-----onss-Julinn Byles 





Uniontown* (Fayette).......... —— 

Watsontown (Northumberland) See S 

Wellsboro* (Tioga)................ MERRICK & YOUN 
Refer to Wellsboro National Bank 

West Chester* (Chester) .......... JAMES C. ee 
Refers to Nat. Bank of Chester County. (See card 

Wilkes Barre* (Luzerne) .............. 40 EPH moore 

Refers to People’s Bank. 

Williamsport* (Lycoming)......... ~ s & SPENCER 
Refer to Merchants’ National Ban 

| Se Nevin M. Wanner 

RHODE ISLAND. 
Bristol* (Bristol) eininebeananensenell a Norris 


Ne PR cicntncmineennanee P. Sheffield 
Providence* (Providence) wee JOHN ERASTUS LESTER 


Commissioner for New York. Patents. Collections 
Pawtucket (Providence).............. .-.- J.L Jenks 
Woonsocket (Providence)......... .... Chas. F. Ballou 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Cg ener Henderson Bros. 
Beaufort* ( Beaufort) Saihink enna n «. cbaiie W. I. Verdier 
Camden* (Kershaw) .................... C. L. Winkler 


CHARLESTON* (Charleston) 
MORDECAI & GADSDEN, P.O. Box 156. Refer to 
=v bank in o~- Council for State Savings 
(See card on this page and on back cover.) 
SIMONS. SIEGLING & CAPPELMANN, 46 Broad st. 
Attorneys for German-American Trust & Sav- 


ings Bank. 

— E & LEE,7 Broad st. Refer to First Nation- 
al Bank. (See card.) 

Orangeburg* (Orangeburg).........-.. P. T. Hildebrand 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Aberdeen* (Brown)......--.. TAUBMAN & WILLIAMSON 
Refer to First N.B. and Bldg.& Loan Ass'n of Dak. 


BIE ORIEN. ono cessccccensnsscees “— Ls ba 

Chamberlain* (Brule)..................---- 

Hot Springs* (Fall River)...-........ Loomis § s. *OULL 
Refers to First Nationa] Bank. 

Huron* (Beadle) .............00......--.-dohn L. Pyle 

Mound City* \  etataand sn anne ematmcieadin * _ 

Oe OOS March 

Rapid City* tier Senenenaee Citas, Ww. BROWN 
Refers to Pennington — Bank. 


SIOUX FALLS* (Minnehah: 
=. & Bag mone Refer to Minnehaha and 
ls National Banks. (See card.) 
U.S. €. CHER RY. Refers to Union Trust Co. and 


nnehaha National Bank. 
DONOVAN GLOVER. a to Dakota National 


KIRBY} MERCANTILE 2 AGENCY. Law and collections. 
Refer to any bank in the city. 
TENNESSEE. 
Brownsville* (Haywood)............... J. W. E. Moore 
Charlotte* (Dickson) ...................... W. L. Cook 
Chattanooga* (Hamilto 


at CHAMLEE & BRO., Rooms 2 and 3, South Chat- 
tanooga Savings Bank Bldg. Refer to South 
Chattanooga Savings Rank. 
W. S. SMALL, 49 Keystone Block. Refers to Third 
National Bank. 
Knoxville* (Knox) 
M. — Refers to East Tennessee National 


KUHN & VAN DEVENTER. ee Public. Refer 
to Third National Ban 
Mem: hiss EE LE AEE ER J. A. WEBB 
fers to Seniharn Trust Co. and B’k of Commerce. 

Nashville(Davidson).......... LEMUEL R. CAMPBELL 
Cole Bldg. Refers to American National Bank and 
Union Bank & Trust Co. of this c ita 

_. __ Sean « A. Cummings 

R. T. Shannon 


TEXAS. 
Albany* (Shackelford) ............... THEODORE HALL 
Refers to First National Bank. 
eee HOWARD O’NEAL 
Refers to = National Bank. 
i, A. 8. Walker, Jr. 
Brownwood* Bro 
JENKINS MCCARTNEY. Refer to First Nat. Bank. 
JOHN P.WORK. Collections madein any of Texas. 
ana ND ciscccencntbnaneued . W. Hardy 


Dallas) 
L. FULTON: Collects in all parte of Texas. (See 
W. B. MERCHANT, 281 Main st. Refers to American 
National Bank, Dallas. 
WIRT MANN. Refers to National B’k of Commerce. 


Denton* So ag mee | ececwccccncccoenccoscccces L. FULTON 
Collects in all parts of Texas. (See card.) 

Fl Paso* (El Paso).............. Davis, Kemp & Deol 

Fort Worth* ( Tarcant) pbinnwate-en eee mad Ross & 

Galveston* (Galveston) ............ M.L. MALEVINSKY 


League Bldg. Prompt collections; prompt returns. 


Gatesville* (Coryell).............-..-..- WALKER 
Reters to Fivst and City National Banks. 
Greenville* CE RR ree Mie Harmon 
PE ictcccecestbndianene Breeding 
Paris* Disp ociienssni ath paTHICK’ ac CAMPBELL 


Lamar 
Refer to First National Bank. 





San Antonio* (Bexar)............. JAMES ROUTLEDGE 
Commercial and land law a specialty. Refers to 
San Antonio National Bank. 

Texarkana (Bowie)..............--..-...Dan T. Leary 

Waco* (McLennan)............. Scarborough & Rogers 


OD ni caceudesuas sane Valentine Gideon 
Salt Lake* (Salt Lake) 
se LEE & GRAY, Rooms 62 to 65 Commercial 
ock. Commercial litigation especially. 
CHERRY & CHERRY, Walker Bros. Bank Bldg. Re- 
fer to Hon. 8. A. Merritt Chief Justice; Utah 
National. Commercial National, and Walker 


Bros. Banks. 
RICHARD B. SHEPARD 37 to 40 Commercial Block. 
( 


Shepard Mercantile Agency.) See card. 
VERMONT. 
Bellows Falls (Windham).................. L. M. Read 
Brattleboro (Windham) ........... a & Stoddard 
Burlington* (Chittenden)............. E. Henry Powell 
Montpelier*( Washington). Dillingham, Huse& ee 
Northfield (Washington)............... c.D gerton 
Rutland* (Rutland)................. GEO. rf “ BRIGHAM 
Refers to Rutland County National Bank. 
St. Albans* (Franklin).. ‘ ..E. A. ASHLAND 
Collections promptly attended to. 

St. Johnsbury* (Caledonia) .............. Bates & May 
Woodstock* (Windsor)............ French & Southgate 
VIRGINIA. 

Alexandria* (Alexandria). ............. Samuel G. Bent 
Charlottesville* (Albemarle)...... ..... W. C. DAMRON 


Refers to Attorneys’ & Agencies’ Ass'n, 206 Broad- 
way. New York. 
Clifton hy ~ ( eng Jecccccccccce & Kin 
Danville (Pittsylvania).......... WithERs ay WITHER 
- Planters’ National 


———- & Fitzhugh 

Gordonsville (Oran W. C. DAMRON 
Refers to per nee & Agencies’ Ass’ n, 206 Broad 
way, New York. 

Harrisonburg* Gackinghem) powient JOHN E. ROLLER 


Collections a specialty 
3 may in 


Lexington* (Roch teige)” 
| nme (Campbell)............. apes 

chester* (Chestertield).......-..... Wm. I. ——— 
Norfolk* (Norfolk)...... Neely, Seldner & Warrin 


Richmond* (Hemrice).......c.-ccscccccces JAMES L NS 
1111 East Main street. (P.O. Box 269.) Refers to 
National Bank of Virginia. 

Roanoke preeeno hstsstneesewesans Shepherd & Gooch 

Staunton* (Augusta) .................. . C. BRAXTON 
Refers to i Valley Bank, Staunton. 

Suffolk* (Nansemond)................... R. H. Rawles 

Winchester* (Frederick)............. John J. Williams 


WASHIN orem. 
Colfax* (Whitman)............ a 





New Whatcom* (Whatcom).. ie & Freeman 

Oakesdale (Whitman) .................... JAS. F. FISK 
Refers to First National Bank. 

Olympia* (Thurston). .................+ nee F. Gower 

Port Townsend* (Jefferson)..............-. 

dg eee EWMONS & & EMMONS 
413 to 416 New York Block. 

Snohomish* (Sno! —_ bodes Gdiecescnsell ohn B. Ault 

Spokane* (Spokane)..............----. WM. A. HUNEKE 


19-20 rhe t Nationa Bank Building. 
‘acoma* 
EASTERDAY & EASTERDAY. Refer to any bank in 


or ~~ & poem 312-315 Berlin Bldg. Commer- 
ration law. Refertoany bank here. 
MURRAY 4 & cul 


tein Merchants’ Bldg. Refer to 
k of Scandina 
SHARPSTEIN & & BLATTNER, Fidellt 


vian-American B’k. 
Bldg. Com- 

mercial business a specialty. 
Walla Walla* (Walla Walla) 


cor ) 
aanwieeed Blandi rd & Gose 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
Charleston* (Kanawha) 
COUCH, FLOURNOY & PRICE. Attorneys for Kan- 
awha National Bank. 
HARRISON B. SMITH. Refers to R. G. Dun & Co. 


and Snow-Church Co. 
Clarksburg* 


T 


urg* (Wood) 
ST HUTCHINSON, EeTomneen F CAMDEN. Chief 
Counsel in West Virginia for Baltimore & Ohio 
Co. (See cari.) 
Point Pleasant* (Mason)............... J. $. SPENCER 
Refers to Merchants’ National Bank. 
Ravenswood (Jackson)................ N. C, PRICKITT 
Refers 2 Banko of Ravenswood. 
Wheeling* (Ohio) 
S. G. SMITH, 1421 a oY *. ‘esse litiga- 


FERDINAND ; WINGERTER, C Collections a special- 


Refers to Peovle’s Bank. 
WISCONSIN. 
Ahnapee (Kewaunee) See also Kewaunee. 
2 HN aus AWA. Commercial ee) Rye ty. 
eton* itagomie) ........... secu 
Hero (ARIERE) .cnccccpetesscdenscu> A E. Dix 

bony ety (Chippewa).......Jenicing & jeckinn 

Eau * (Eau Claire)...’.............. V. W. James 

Fond du Lac* (Fond du Lac)............... H. F. Rose 





Janesville* ( 

FETHERS, + SEFFRIS, FIFIELD & MATHESON. At. 
seeeve AP. —_ +o Merchants & 
Mechanics 8 

Kewaunee ‘ el acanienaad JOHN WATTAWA 
66. 


La Crosse* ( Deusccosceses & Woodward 
Madison* (Dane).............-.---++-+- erman 
Marinette* (Marinette) ............-.--- B. F. Simpson 


MILWAUKEE* (Milwaukee) 
JAMES — 513 & 514 Pabst Bldg. Refers to 


First National Bank. 

A.J, EIMERMANN, Metropolitan Block. Refers - 
Second Ward Sav. Bank and Pabst Brew’ £,Co. 
ERNEST S. MOE, 140 and 141 New Insurance lg. 
ercantile collections exclusively 

First ae Bank 


Oshkosh* (Winnebag”).........----- BOUCK & HILTON 
Attorneys forthe N: ae See German-American Bank 
and South Side Exchange ks. 

Racine* (Racine)..........-..------++-- JOHN W. OWEN 


. a -B. —_O ines Bk. 
1 or* (Douglas) ............-++-- or 
Weasen* (Marathon). Silverthorn, iat, sieuen 
West opener (pene) 

4. . ARNOLD fers to Bank of Commerce and 

Superior National Bank. 
REED ma Wisconsin Building. Collections 
a specialty. 


a (Big Herm) .....2ccccces.ccces W. S. COLLINS 
Refers te Fist National Bank, B Va 
Cheyenne* (Laramie) .............----++-- MANN 

pecial — given to collection matters. 
Evanston* (Uinta)............+-...00 H. White 
Laramie* (Albena? pwensccdbsieonscénene N. E. Corthell 


CANADA. 


NEW BRUNSWICK. 

Moncton, (Westmoreland) .........- Harvey Atkinson 
St. John* {st John)..... , wunioabesbuniee A. W. McRae 
NEW FOUNDLAND. 

St. Johns (St. Johns) ............--2ee0ee: J. &J. Kent 
NOVA SCOTIA. 

Annapolis Royal* (Annapolis) ........ Wm. M. DeBlois 
Halifeee (H fax). Borden, Kitchie Parker & Chisholm 
Sydney* (Cape Breton)........... Gillies & Mac Echen 

armouth* (Yarmouth)....... T. V. B. Bingay & Sens 


ONTARIO. 
Chathems® (Rani). ccccoccccceccses cosccess 
Hamilton* (Wentworth) Lay se @AWILL "a ROSS 
Refer to the — Com 
Kingston* (Frontenac)................- FRANCIS KING 
London (Middlesex). *°) “GAGE, McKILLOP & MURPHY 
(James Magee, Q. C.; James B. McKillop, Thomas 


J. ee 
Ottawa(Carleton)MacCRACKEN, HENDERSON & McKAY 
arristers, Solicitors, etc. Sapreme Court and 
Departmental Agents. Refer to Bank of Ottawa. 
TORONTO* (York) 
meh BLACKSTOCK, NESBITT & —, iy. 
itty, Thos. Gibbs Blackstock, Geo. 
Biasketeck, or Wallace Nesbitt, E. M. Chad 
wick, Thos. ercy Galt, Wm. H. pm ng 
Fasken, A. Monro Grier, H. Armstron 
McKay.) Solicitors for Bank of Toronto, 
of Trade = Pay Dun & Co. (Mercantile 


BLAKE LABH & & CASSELS. (Edw. aye a C.; 8. H. 
Blake, Q.C.; Z. A. Lash, Q. C.; alter Cassels, 


.C.; A. Mckeusie W. H. 6, a eine 
F. Blake, MoGregor Y: , A.W. n, 
ya rhe hat Solicitors for Bank of 


CROMBIE, WORRELL & GWYNNE, 18 King st., West. 
for Montreal 


licitors Bank of 
LAIDLAW, KAPPELE & BICKNELL, Imperial Bank 
Solicitors for Imperial Bank of Canada. 
REGINALD M. MacDONALD, - 
bers, 15 Toronto st. Barri 
Refers to president of Buildine & Loan Ass 
PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND. 
Charlottetown* (Queens) .......... FRED W. L. aeons 
Particular attention to collections in all parts of 
the Province. Refers to Merchants’ Bank. 
QUEBEC. 
Montreal* (Montreal 
ATWATER & rr KIE, — St. James st. Refer to 
Bank of Nova Scoti 
BURROUGHS & BURROUGHS, Rooms 612, 613 and 
614 New York Life Bldg. 

McGIBBON & DAVIDSON (Rebt. D. McGibbon, 
Peers Davidson), New York Life Bldg. weiici 
= for Merchants’ Bank of Halifax, 

ar Co., Manufacturers’ Life InsuranceCo., etc. 
Quebec" (Quebec Dist.) .....Caron, Pentland & Stuart 


BRITISH COLUMBIA. 
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ATTORNEYS. 


RRs 


ALABAMA, 


BUSH & BROWN, 


Attorneys at Law, 
Roems 2 and 3 Steiner Bros. Bank Building, 
BIRMINGHAM, ALA. 


Special attention 2 ‘Commercial, Corporation and 
nsurance Law. 
Practice in all the Courts of Birmingham, Ala. and the 
Supreme Court of the State. 
Unsurpassed facilities for making Collections through- 
out the State. 


CALIFORNIA, 


A. D. D’ANCONA, 


Attorney at Law, 
405 Montgomery St., SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 


PROMPT ATTENTION TO COLLECTIONS 
AND COMMERCIAL LITIGATION. 





~—a~ 











References : — Brown, Craig @ Co.. Francisco ; 
ae oP aaceae, Chwago ; Wm. M. og Cin. 


FLORIDA, 


ANDREW J. ROSE, 
Attorney at Law, 


PENSACOLA, - - FLORIDA. 
CORPORATION, COMMERCIAL, ADMIRALTY LAW. 


References :—First National Bank. 
Hon. Chas. Swayne, U.S. District Judge. 
o The Bradstreet, Co. 











GEORGIA. 








JOomuN NIcoLson, JR. Ep. R. McKeruay, 


NICOLSON & Mc:KETHAN, 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


Offices 9-10 Savannah, 
Prudential ee. GEORGIA. 








ILLINOIS. 


D. W. SHOUDY, 
Attorney at Law, 


Notary in Office. ROCKFORD, ILL. 
COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
Refers to natant s Bank. 











~ENDIEANA, 


ANTOINETTE D. LEACH, 
Attorney at Law, 
Cor. Washington and Court Strtets, 
SULLIVAN, INDIANA. 


Gommerctal Law and Collections; Corporation and 
Criminal Real Estate and Insurance ; stenographer 
and Notary Public in Office. Prompt and ‘personal atten 
tion come to all matters. 

ae ers’ Biate Bank, Sullivan County 
Bank, 5 Sullivan, M. Wilson, President Capito! 
National Bank, o tenanepetis, Ind. 








EROD & HEROD, 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


14, 15, 16 and 17 Fletcher Bank Building, 
INDIANAPOLIS, IND. 


IOWA. 











Oommercial Law. Collections. 
W. L. CRISSMAN, 
Lawyer, 
CEDAR RAPIDS, 
Depositions by Notary in Office. 


References : Cedar Rapids National Bank ; Security 
\Wsevnign’ Bank; Bohemian-American Bank, and in any 


10WA. 


KENTUCKY. 





MICHIGAN, 





WILLIAM W. WATTS, 
ATTORNEY AT LAW, 


First NaTIONAL BANK BLpG., Cor. Fifth and Main Sts., 
LOUISVILI ILLE, KY. 


CORPORATE, MEROANTILE 42 AND GEN aoee PRacrTicg. 
NOrAKIKs LN OF c lc 

A thoroughly equipped Collection De + under the 

management of Mr. J. KICHARD WaTTS, handling 
business at any point in Kentuc ky. 

References : -— Louisville banking Co.; German Insgur- 

ance Bank ; Constituent Member of the Associated Lutwo 

@ Collection Offices. Correspondent of the Lyon, Coszad & 

Taicou Furniture Agencies. 











MABYLAND. 


UNITED LAW & aoe 
COLLECTION ASSON. 


. d 65: uitabl x 
Bo Joux Lio, ¢ Counsel. | ary MOKE, MD: 
“ The Collectors of the Southern States.” 
CUMMERCIAL COLLECTIONS. 
CONFIDENTIAL INVESTIGATIONS. 
SPECIAL CREDIT REPORTS. 
References Any Wholesale House in Baltimore. 





“MASSACH Us SETT s. 





JOAN HASKELL BUTLER, 


Counselor at Law, 
244 Washington Street, 


Globe Building, BOSTON, MASS. 





_&. & W. S. SLOCUM, 


Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 
257 Washington St., Herald Building, 
BOSTON, MASS. 


WILLIAM F. SLOCUM. WINFIELD 8. SLOcUM 


Notary Public. 
CORPORATION AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
COLLECTIONS AND DEPOSITIONS., 


Refer to Hide @ Leather Leather National Bank. 


THE MERCANTILE 
LAW COMPANY, 


Incorporated under Laws of Massachusetts. 
56 Bedford Street, BOSTON, MASS. 


MERCANTILE COLLECTIONS, 
COMMERCIAL LAW an 
INSOLVENCY CASES 
A SPECIALTY. 
BEVERLY K. MOORE, President. 


SPRA GUE & WASHBURN, 


Attorneys at Law, 
105 Sumuer St., BOSTON, MASS. 


Counsel of the 
MERCANTILE LAW CO., 
(Incorporated under Massachusetts Laws.) 


Mercantile Collections and Litigation in State and 
Federal Courts. 











Henry W. Kina, Cuas. M. Ricz. 


Notary Ludlic. 


RICE, KING & RICE, 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 
Nos. 6,7 and 8 Post Uffice Block, Wercester, Mass. 
PRACTICE IN ALL STATE AND FEDERAL COURTS. 
Kepeciai attention given to Corporation, Probate and 
Commercial Law. Patent Law and Litigation a speciaity. 
A Collection Department in the Uftice well organized. 
Stenographers and Typewriters in office give attention 
to the taking of depositivus. 
Refer to any Bank or Business House in Worcester. 


W. W. Rice. 








MICHIGAN, 





DETROIT, MICHIGAN, 
FRANK E. ROBSON, 
0 Haumoun Bupa. Counselor at Law, 


Corporate and Mercantile Litigation, Settlement of Ks- 
tates, Collections. 


References: Detroit— Detroit National Bank, Burnham, 
@ Uo., enter Bros., Avian Shelden, Samuel . 
Blade Printing & Paper Co., 





Send your Michigan Collections to 
THE CREDIT & COLLECTION CO. 


Suite 88, Whitney Opera House Buliding, 
DETROIT, - MICHIGAN. 


METCALF B. HATCH, General Attorney. 


References :—Dime Savings Bavk and John L. Harper & 
Co., Bankers, Detroit. 





J. EMMET SULLIVAN. WitiiaM L. Mason. 


SULLIVAN & MASON, 


Attorneys at Law, 
410 and 411 Hammond Building, DETROIT, MICH. 


Reference :—State Savings Bank. 


PVILLIS S. MEADE, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


FLINT, - - - - + MICHIGAN. 
Prompt attention to all Legal Business, including Mercan- 
tile Collections. Probate and Chancery Practice. 
Keference :—First National 


JENNER E. MORSE, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
land 2 Heavenrich Block, 

SAGINAW, East side, MICHIGAN, 
A well equipped, systematized collection office. 
Attorney and Agent for Foreign Corporations. 

Refers to People’s Savings Beak. 














MINNESOTA, 


FIIFIELD & FIFIELD, 
Lawyers, 


6i1 LUMBER EXCHANGE, MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 
5-6-7 Nat. GERMAN-AMER. BANK BLDG, ST. Pav, MINN. 
Walter V. Fitield; ¢: Cc. Fifield, wate Publ . Ww. 
Fifield; E.'H. C. Richardso’ CD. Great a 
Notary Public; 8. ‘A. ‘Bredi ng. 
MERCANTILE LAW anp COLLECTIONS A SPECIALTY 
Depositions taken accurately with dispatch. 


When requested by letter or wire, will go to an int to 
collect, adjust or secure tty vo 











Refer to Flour City National Bank, Minneapolis, National 
German-American Bank, St. Paul 1 and the leading Jobbing 
Houses of Minneapoiis and St. Paul 


C. 7. CRANDALL, 
Attorney, 


400-401 First National Bank Bldg, DULUTH, MINN. 
Mercantile, Corporation and Mining Law. 
Remittances for collections made promptly. 


Refers to Security Bank of Duluth; Clyde Iron Works, 
Duluth. 


[ARPNER & MIDDLECOF?, 
Attorneys for Security Bank of Duluth. 


CULLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
211-212 Torrey Bldg, DULUTH, MINN. 











Minnesota Items for Collection sent to 


J. F. HILSCHER, 


412-418 New York Life Building, ST. PAUL, MINN. 
WILL RECEIVE PROMPT ATTENTION, 


Commercial law and collections. Real Estate law and 
foreclosures. Interest of non-residents cared for. 


Attorney for Netherlands-American Mortgage Bank of 
Uithuizen, Hulland. 


Refers to Merchants’ National Bank, St. Paul, Minn. 








MISSOURI, 


GERRIT H. TEN BROEK 
Attorney and Counselor. 
COMMERCIAL LAW and MERCANTILE COLLECTIONS 


St. Louis References (unsolicited and without permission 
State Bank ; Samuel Cupples Woodenware Co. , 


New York References :—Collins, Downing & Co. ; Free 
Treen 


man & G . " 
304 North Sth Street, 
(Turner Building.) Rooms 61, 62, 63, 64, 67 
ST. LOUIS, MO. 


MONTANA. 


[LARGENT & HUNTOON 


Attorneys at Law, 
Great Falls, MONTANA. 




















Cincinnati—J. A. Graft & Co.; Chicago—&. B. Tolman.’ 





commercial cen,.’*7 0” application. 


Refer to 
Security Bank of Great Falls. 
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NEW JERSEY. 


OKLAHOMA. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 





POPERICEK B. SEYMOUR, 
Counselor at Law, 


SOLICITOR AND EXAMINER IN CHANCERY. 
Jersey City, New Jersey. 


Special attention to organizing Corporations under New 
Jersey Laws. Reat EsTaTE AND PROBATE Law. 
Practice in all State and Federal Courts. 


OKLAHOMA AND INDIAN TERRITORY 
COLLECTION AGENCY. 


Cunningham & DeBors, 


GUTHRIE, 0. T. 
Personal Responsibility, $50 000.00 


References :—Capital National Bank, Guthrie pane 
Gov. W.C nfrow, all of Guthrie, UO. T. ; Senter 














Reference: First National Bank of Jersey City. Oo. St: Louis, Mo. ;, Meld, Murdock & Co. Ghicago. 
ww Yorx. PENNSYLVANIA. 
(CARTER, HUGHES & DWIGHT, JAMES C. SELLERS, 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law, Attorney at Law, 


Suite 150-160, 
96 Breadway 
and 
6 Wall Street, 
NEW YORK.CITY. 


Refer to Chemical National Bank. 


Law and Collection Offices of 
WILSON & WELLS, 
8 Larned Building, SYRACUSE, N. ¥. 
General Practice in all Courte. Collections a specialty. 


Refer to Third Nationai i Bank : Commercial Bank ; 
Greenway Brewing Vo.; L. Mccarthy & Sons. 


Water 8. CaRTER. 
Cuares E. HUGHES. 
Epwakp F. Dwieurt. 
AxRTuusr C. Rounps. 











OnIO. 


FrRANK P. KIBLER, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
Rooms 12 and 18 Dannemiller Block, 
CANTON, OHIO. 





Prompt personal attention given to commercial law and 
collectipns. Depositions taken; Notary Public and Steno- 
grapher in offices. 

References :—The Farmers’ Bank ; Hon. G. E. Baldwin ; 
Hon. T. T. McVarty, and B. Dannemiller & Sons, W holesale 
wrocers, ali of Canton. 


THE NATIONAL 
COLLECTING CO., 
D. JAS. DAVIS, General Manager. 
Mitchell Building, CINCINNATI, OHIv. 





Over 1,000 subscribers. Correspondents Everywhere. 
No coliection, no charge. 


Does business everywhere. Special contracts at sees 
rates. Moneys coliecied by attorneys guaranteed. 


W. E. BEEGHLY, 
ATTORNEY AT LAW, 


16 and 17 Davis Block, DAYTON, OHIO. 
COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LITIGATION. 





References :—Third and Winters National Banks. 





ELYRIA 
LOKAIN } OHIO. 


[RVING H. GRISWOLD, 


Attorney at Law, 
ELYRIA, - - OHIO. 
NOTARY PUBLIC. Special attention to collections. 


Refers to First National Bank of Elyria. 


CUMMINGS & McBRIDE, 


Attorneys at Law, 


MANSFIELD, - OHIO. 
Commercial and Corporation Law a Specialty. 
Reference : Any Bank in Mansfield, Ohto. 








Philadelphia, Pa., and West Chester, Pa. 
OFFICE, DREXEL BUILDING, PHILADELPHIA. 


Corporation, Commercial, Insurance and Probate Law. 
Practices in all United States, Philadelphia and Chester 
County Courts. 


Collections promptly made in either County. 








SOUTH CAROLINA. 


M' ORDECAL & GADSDEN, 
Attorneys at Law, 
(T. Moultrie Mordecai. Philip H. Gadsden.) 
43, 45 and 47 Broad &t., Charleston, S.C. 
Practice in the State and Federal Courts. 
Special ee ven to collections, Real 


= and Ins 





urance Law. Counsel State 
Refer to the president or cashier of any 


toy et} Cc. i The National Park Bank, N. ee 
Esa. Unwell Wall Bereet, NY P tal Teleg one Cabi Co. 
: 08 elegrap e 
United States Mutual Accident Association, N.Y. — 





SUYTHE & LEE, 


Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 
7 Bread Street, CHARLESTON, 8. C. 





Local Attorneys for the Bradstreet Co. Refer to James 
Adgar & Co., Charieston, 8.C.: Pelzer & Co., 
Char C.; Coosaw M Co., Charleston, 8. C. } 
First National Bank, Charleston, 5.C.; Geo 8. Brown, 
Baltimore, Md.; Dunham, Buckley & Co., Broadway, 
N.Y.; Dale, Reed & Cooley. $43 Broadway, N.Y.; Lane 
Bodley Manufacturing Co., Cincinnati. 








SOUTH DAKOTA. 


BAILEY & VOORHEES, 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


(METROPOLITAN BLOCK.) 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 


for R. G. Dun &Co.; Attorneys for 
or fiitnote Central Railroad Company j 
eastern Union Telegraph Company; Minnehaha N ational 
Bank of Sioux Falls alls ani German-Ln eae See S ee 
Company. Kefer to any bank or , -¥- Sioux 
Falis.. Uur law library of in 
with all the 


6,000 v 
Dakota and our Office is fully veaipped 

facilities for the transaction of a general law 
attention given to collections. 


TEXAS, 





Sioux an 











HARRISON B. SMITH, 
Attorney at Law; 

CHABLESTON, West Virginia. 
Ra — for West V ania Fidelity & Trust Co., 

tions in West Va. 
paow.Caases Co., 

Adjuster, i, Me cNally & Co, +» OCC. 
Refers to Kanawha National, Citizens’ National and Kan- 


awha Valley Banks. Non-resident references given upon 
application. 


JOmN A. Syscusneny, 





duo. F. HUTOHINSON. 
. P. CAMDEN. 


utchinson, Hutchinson 


Parkersburg, W. Va. & Camden, 


Ci ation and Commercial Law, 
Special attention to Collections throughout West \ trgtnia. 
LanD TriTLes INVESTIGATED. 

Chief Counsel West me Nusie, 5S B. & O. R. R. Co., 


First National nal Wank; Ci Manic; Citizens’ Nat’! Bank 
References :— ma ft a om 


. ¢ SMITH, 
Attorney at Law, 
WHEELING, ___ WEST VIRGINIA, 


Collections, Commercial Litigation Litientio Insurance Law, In- 
solvency Cases and West Virginia Corporati ration 
w given special attention. 


‘erences: Exchange Bank, 
Co.. Wheeling: Pranktin ya ag 





é 








Rurus C. HARTRANFT, 


EXPERT IN HANDWRITING 
And Detector of Forgery. 
Determines the authenticity of Signatures on Wills, Notes, 
Contracts and M'scellaneous Documents, 
LEGAL AND BANK REFERENCES. 


Ne. 727 Sansom St., PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


PATENT SOLICITORS. 


~~ 


PATENTS, TRADE-MARKS 
AND COPYRIGHTS SECURED In 
ALL COUNTRIES. 


CHARLES WAHLERS, 
Patent Solicitor and Expert, 


119 Nassau 8S 
Room 682. (Temple Court.) 


Associate work a specialty. 

















NEW YORK. 
2 years’ experience. 


PATENT LITIGATION. 


|ViEETAM PIRTLE HEROD, 
Attorney at Law. 


Counsel in Patent Litigation. 
Fletchers’ Bank Bidg, INDIANAPOLIS, IND, 











L. FULTON LAW CO., 
Dallas, Cane. 
L. FULTON, 
_Denton, Texas. 
Collect in all parts of Texas; represent non-resident 
clients only, have had 11 years experience. ‘er- 


0 
ence given most anywhere. I want a list of your old 
judgments parties in Texas. 








UTAH. 


RICHARD 8. SHEPARD, 


ATTORNEY AND COUNSELOR AT LAW, 
Rooms $7, 38, 39 and 40 Commercial Block, 
(P. O. Box 1585.) Salt Lake City, UTAH. 
PRACTICES IN ALL THE COURTS. 

1 refer to the Hon. Supreme Judges of Kansas; the Hon. 
Supreme Judges of Utah Territory; the Hon. &. Q Rich- 
mond, am yh 7 of Colorado ; the Hon. J. M. kel- 
ford. Se hg oot Ind. Ter. ; Commercial Nation- 

t Lake City, Utah ; Utah’ National Bank, Salt 
take City, Utah, and wholesale trade generally. 











J. CALVIN EWING, 


Attorney at Law, 
YOUNGSTOWN, OHIO. 
COMMERCIAL LAW AND COLLKCTI Ns. 


Foreign Corporations pemesbette iin Ohio. Estates re- 
coverea and settled. De tious taken. Mercantile popeess 
made. Insurance, inso fener and Probate Cases solicited 


Business entrusted to me wilireceive prompt and carefal 
attention at reasonable cvarges. 


WASHINGTON. 

W. C. SHARPSTEIN. F. 8. BLATTNER. 
SHARPSTEIN & BLATTNER, 
Fidelity Bailding, TACOMA, WASH. 


COMMERCIAL BUSINESS A SPECIALTY. 
References in nearly every city in the United States 
furnished on on application. 





:—Fidelty Trust Oo. ; pean Sats 





Reference :—Any bank in the city. 














ook Cases. 
The Yost Con- 
solidated Re- 
volving. Especi- 
ally adapted te 
family use, of- 
fices and public 
libraries, Fur- 
nished with 
cloth or bent 
glass covering. 
Single or double 
cases. Any size 
or capacity, 
from 50 t01,000 
volamns. Stores 
twice the books 
in same revolv- 
ing space. Econ- 
omizesoverhalt 
the room in pub- 
lic Hbraries, 


case with 
double ving re 
od, attract beth 
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References 
London & San Francisco Bank, Tacoma, 


Office, 246 South Jefflawnr st., Chicage. 


ai 


) 



























































